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Az there is hot any thing that can 
more effectually recommend Re- 
ligion to the World than Unity 
among thoſe that profeſs it, and 
nothing does more ſenſibly hin- 
der its progreſs than Conten- 
tions and Diviſions;“ its hoped, 
bb thoſe who have it in their Pow- 
er, will at laſt let the World ſee that it is in their Inclination, 
20 lay afide thoſe unreaſonable Impoſitions and Unſcrip- 
tural Terths of Communion, which have, for ſo many 
years, kept Proteſtants at ſo great a diſtance from one 
another. Will the long defired time never come when 
Chriſt ſhall be allowed to Rule alone in his own Spiritual 
Kingdom; and to be the Sole Lord over the Conſciences of 
Ida, | his 
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The PREFACE. 


his Subjects? Men will weak and fallible mon hon ft 
much modeſty as to acknowledge, that he has wiſdom . 
nough to govern, aud that his Laws and Santbions, 

without any additional ones of theirs, are ſufficient, nor 
only to maintain his Church, but to ſecure the Decency 
of it's Worſhip, and Peace and Vnity among «it's Mem- 


bers? 


| 
| 


Thanks be to God that there are any to be found who 
have Courage enough to enter their public Proteſt againſt 
that Dominion which ſome ſeem ſo fond of Uſurping 
Over the minds of men, and to aſſert the great Redeem- 
er's Right, in oppaſſtion to thoſe, who not content to aft 
as Miniſters under him, ſeem angry becauſe they cat 
break in upon his Prerogative aud ſpare with him in the 
Legiſlatur e. 


This is a Leal truly Chriſtiun; and tho the Patrons 
of thaſe Slaviſb Dothrines, againſt which it is levelled, 
have made it their buſineſs to repreſent it under the moſt 
reproatinui Charatters, and to bear it down by Calumny 
betunſe they could not db it by Argument, it wi (among 
all thoſe cuho have a wle fin Le meet with Thank 
an Appttiſe. 


There is an almoſt, irrefiftible Force and Energy. is 
Truth; and the? i may, by the low Artifices of ungene- 
reus ant deſigning men be ſmothered for a while, I per- 
fwade my ſelf there will a time come, An @ bal l 
rer d, by the more general. vote of mankind, that no 


wore onght to he required 10 extiale Perſons to the Privi- 
leger of the Geſpel than their belleving that Gaſpel and 
diving accor dingly. Theſe I am ſure are our Saviour”s 
4 Terms, and when thoſe who have the management of 
J Church Affairs in their hands will be brought to leave 


things 


The P RN E HA C E. 


| things on Has Catholick bottom, a happy Union may be 
expected and not before. If Perſons ( ſays the incompa- 
rable Chillingworth) would be themſelves, and be 
content that others ſhould be in the choice of their 
Religion the Servants of God and not of men, if 
they would» allow that the way to Heaven, . is not 
narrower than Chriſt left it; his yoak no heavier than 
he made it-—if-—they would become themſelves, and 
be content that others ſhould be plain and honeſt 
Chriſtians----if all men would believe the Scripture 
and live according to it, and require no more of 
others-—nor denying their Communion to any that 
do ſo, would ſo order their public ſervice of God, 
that all ſuch may, without ſcruple, or Hypocriſy, or 
Proteſtation againſt any part of it, join with them in 
it; who doth not ſes, that there would of neceſſity 
be among all men, in all things neceffary—unity of 
opinion, and notwithſtanding any other Differences 
that are or could be, Unity of Communion and Cha- 
rity, and mutual Toleration? By which all Schiſm 
would be baniſhed the world, and thoſe wretched Con- 
tentions, which now rend and tear in pieces not the 
Coat, but the members and Bowels of Chriſt, which 
mutual Pride and Tyranny would fain make immor- 

tal, ſhould ſpeedily receive a bleſſed Cataſtrophe. * 


As to my ſelf, though I am one of thoſe Proteſtants 
who can not fall in with the preſent Eccleſiaſtical Efta- 
bliſhment, 1 think. I am a hearty lover of Peace and Uni- 
verſial Charity. What I have offered in the following 
Papers is in my ou Vindication, without any deſign of 

perpetuating 


* Chilingworth*s works Edit, ult. p.183; 
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perpetuating a Difference which I ſhould rejoyce to ſee an 
End to. Every man has a tight to give Reaſons for his 
Religion, and the way of worſhip he has made choice of, 
and to Defend theſe Reaſons when he is cal”d upon to 
do ſo; ſo that I cam t ſee that this Performance needs any 
Apolegy. 

I think I have conſidered every thing material in The 
Lay-man's Pleas, Cc. I can't ſay 1 have followed the 
Author Paragraph by Paragraph throughout the whole 
Pamphlet, becauſe I have ſometimes, to avoid confuſion, 
brought things, relating to the ſame Head, as near t0- 
gether as I could, though they lay perhaps at ſeveral 
Pages diſtance, but I am not apprehenſive of any one Paſ- 
ſage of Importanae to the Controverſy between us, that 1 
have not taken notice of. As to the ſtrength of the Ars 
guments on both fides the world muſt judge. 
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Lay - Nonconformity 
Farther Juſtify d. 


IR I am your humble Servant. You 
are the Perſon I had laſt in my 
ag thoughts, and with whom I was 
NP wiſhing for a few hours Converſa- 
tion. 1 hope the buſineſs which has 
brought you to Town is not extra- 
ordinary; and, if poſſible, pray let me have, this 
Afternoon, the favour of your good company. 
Non. I thank you Sir for your kind Invitation; 


and know not how to reſiſt the Importunity of ſo va- 


luable a Friend. I have indeed an affair of ſome con- 
ſequence to be diſpatch'd before I return home; but/I 


believe it will not take up a great deal of time, and 


perhaps it may be done towards the cloſe of the Even- 


ing as well as now, and I am at your Service. 


Con. You oblige me beyond expreſſion : For, to tell 


vou the truth, I have been for ſeveral weeks longing 
* have a little farther diſcourſe with you on thoſe 


eads which we talk'd over when I was at your Houle 
laſt, and which you thought fit ſoon after to publiſh 


to the world. But, by the way, will you give me 


leave to ask you one Queſtion. Have you ſeen a late 


- Pamphlet, entitled, 'The Lay-man's Pleas, for ſeparation 


from the Church of England, anſwered ? 


Mer. 


| | 
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reckoned my ſelf obliged to ſtudy the points in Con- 
troverſy with an unbiaſſed and equitable Indifferency; 
to conſult the Writings of the contending Parties with 
a reſolution to be Je to Conviction, and to give 
Judgment for that dide of the Queſtion, be it which 
it will, which appears to carry the greateſt probability 
along with it, and I can aſſure you I read the Book we 


are talking ol, with ſuch a Diſpoſition. 
| Con. I am very glad to hear you ſay this; and if 
| you pleaſe we will in a friendly way debate the ſtrength > 
of the Arguments you urg'd in your Lay-INacouformit L 
| Fafefien, and the Anſwers ch have been given 3 
_ | A 
| Min. If you could be fo Gitisfred, for my part, I 1 
had much rather be excuſed from entering again upon 0 
| this Controverſy. Time I know is ſhort, and an Eter- % 
| nity depends upon a due Improvement of it, ſo that 1 
Ir Chriſtians would make it their buſtneſs to do what 


good they can in their ſeveral Stations; ſtudy to diſ- 

an ir Oney and to provide for an 8 9 
World; this would be more pleaſing to God and Frh- 9 
nitely more profitable to themſelves than their employ- - 
ing ſo many of cheir thoughts about things which are 
at fo grent a diſtance from the Liſe and Heart of Re- © 
Iigion, f and which (when | contended fer with the © 
heat that is uſual on ſuch occaſions) narrow men's Jadg- - 
ments as well as their Charity, ſour their tempers, and 15 
make them Indifferent about matters of vaffly greater 
15 15 1 0 However that you may not accuſe me © 


of -obltinacy, nor my own Friends of Cowardice, _ 
. agree for t is once to reconſider the thing in 'difpute 
between us. | "Car. |} 
— — —jàj — — — — — 1 
„ Layman's Pleas for Separation Atiſwered, p. 2. + Tiltveſoi's'Serm' 5k, p 


farther Juſtiſj l. 9 


Con. Since vou have conſented to my propoſal then, 
pray don't be offended if 1 tell you, without any far- 
ther ceremony, that I think © you have very inge- 
«* nuoully acknowledged your ſelf to be guilty of 2 
© moſt notorious Schiſm even in the Judgment of the 
Learned Mr. Hales whole Treatiſe your Teachers ad- 
© mire and commend, and frequently quote to clear 
c themſelves of that heavy charge.“ 

Non. There are ſome people in the world, I perceive 
who are very quick at making diſcoveries and can ſee 
almoſt any thing they have a mind to; eſpecially when 
it favours a notion they have a particular kindneſs for. 
But I-do aſſure you Sir, I am ſo far from thinking that 
any thing I have ſaid amounts to ſuch an acknowledg- 
ment, as your Friend inſinuates, that I could be content 
to have Mr. Hales determine the point between us. 

I own (as I told you formerly) that my falling into 
an acquaintance with ſome Diſſenters, who were lately 
come into the neighbourhood, was the. firſt occaſton 
of my going to hear the Nonconjormiſts. Not that 
4 = mind had been entirely free from ſcruples for ſeve- 
F ral years before; I ſaw a great many things in the 
> Eſtabliſhed way which I could not heartily fall in with, 
3 and ſhould have been glad to ſee rectified the languiſh- 
ing State of Religion in the pariſh where I lived, and 
the great want of vital Holineſs among, many, who 
5 valued themſelves highly upon their zeal for the Church 
bl. and Ceremonies, was er I thought very much to be 
| lamented. As for the Diſſenters I had heard them call'd 

by the opprobrious names of Fanaticks, Schiſmaticks, 
Oc. and fo many ſtrange Things ſaid of thoſe of their 
Perſuaſion, that when ſome of them came to be Neigh- 
bours to me, I made particular Remarks upon their 
Way of living, which I found fo vaſtly different from 
the Repreſentation which had been given me, that I 
could not but be pleas'd with their Converſations and 
company and willing to ſee how they managed in their 
Religious Aſſemblies. I had read their Catechiſm and 
B | Confeſſion 


— 


— 
— 


> Layman's Pleas, Cc. p. 3. 
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Confeſſion of Faith ſeveral times over, and found them 
ſo agreeable to the Vord of God and the Articles of 
the Church of England that I was under no fear of 
hearing any Doctrine Preach'd that was falſe or Here- 
tical; and I thought with my ſelf, that when I had 
ſeen their way of worſhip, I ſhould be the better able 
to judge of the merits of the cauſe between the Eſtab- 
liſhment and them. On theſe conſiderations I went 
ſeveral times to hear one of their Miniſters who goes 
under the denomination of a Presbyterian. I thought 
of the matter with all the Seriouſneſs which an affair 
of this conſequence call'd for; conſulted ſeveral of the 
beſt Books which had been publiſhed in behalf of Con- 
formity ; conſidered their Arguments, and begg'd of 
God to direct me into the way of Truth and Peace : 


But, after all, my Scruples increaſed upon me and find- 


ing the way of the Diflenters ſo much more for my 
Spiritual Advantage than that which I had been bred 
up in, Icould not avoid coming to this concluſion in my 
own thoughts; that ſhould I not chuſe that method 


of worſhiping which was moſt agreeable to the dictates 


of my own Conſcience, and moſt conducive to my 


Eternal Welfare, I ſhould fin againſt God, and preju- - 
dice my ſelf in a concern of all others the moſt mo- .. 


mentous. Now Sir, I would be glad to know what you 
can ſee in Mr. Hales which condemns a Separation up- 


on my Principles as Schiſmatical. This I am fure of, 


in the opinion of that Learned Man, when Acts either 


unlawful, or miniſtring juſt ſcruple are required of us 
a 


to be preformed, a Diſſent is fo far from being criminal 
that it becomes a Duty; and that cauſe upon which Di- 
wiſion is attempted, proceeds not from paſſion or ert 

44 


or from Ambition or Avarice, or ſuch other Ends as hu 
rom well weigh'd and 


_— is apt to purſue ; but 


neceſſary Reaſons ; and that when all means have been 


tryed nothing will ſerve to ſave us from guilt of Conſei- | 
ence but open Separation ;* this does not only 


pew 0p Juſtify 
ſuch a Separation, but makes it neceſſary. If then you 


believe 


W —_y 


* Md. Hales of Schiſin, qro, J 1 2; 
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believe the account which I have given you of my 
Nonconformity (and unleſs my Reputation has been for- 
feited, I have an equal right to credit with you and the 
reſt of mankind) I appeal to your ſelf, whether Mr. 
Hales has not fully acquitted me of the guilt you ſeem 
ſo forward to charge me with. | 

Con. I attend to your Diſcourſe. But if you mind 
it, Schiſm is defined by Mr. Hales to be an unneceſſary 
Separation from that part of the viſible Church of which 
Perſons were once Members (to which I add) “ or 
« to which they are bound to join themſe ves; and it 
c is plain beyond diſpute that the Old Nuconformiſts 
« judg'd the Church of Exgland a true and ſound 
ce part of the viſible Church, and that Lay-communion 
« was not only lawful but neceſſary.” * 

Non. I very well remember Mr. Hales's Definition of 
Schiſm, and though it be not, in my opinion the molt 
accurate (ſince there may be a Schiſm where there is no 
Separation from external Communion, as in the Church 
of Corinth f) yet I will not inſiſt upon that now, be- 
cauſe the aforementioned Author has (as I have told 
you once already) expreſsly declared, that when a man 


can't comply with ſome Terms which a Church enjoins, 


without Sinning againſt Conſcience, Separation becomes 
neceſſary. As to the Old Nonconformiſts, I have only 
this to ſay; that I have no reaſon to act againſt the 
preſent perſuaſion of my own mind in compliance with 
their Sentiments; ſuppoſing therefore your Friend's 
22 from Dr. Owen, Mr. Cotton, Ke. to be fair 
(for having not the Books by me, I have no opportunity 
to examine them) what are they to his purpoſe ? One 
thing however I would remark by the way, wiz. that 
Dr. Owen who is ſaid to jugdge Lay-communion not 


only Lawful but Neceſſary ; preach'd to a conſiderable 


Congregation of Diſſenters, and continued, I think, 
to do ſo to the time of his Death; which (ſuppoſing 
what your Author inſinuates to be true) muſt argue 
him to be a man of no conſcience, nor ſo much as com- 

| ES mon 
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mon Honeſty. That ſeveral of the Nynconformiſts af- 
ter the Act of Uniformity did conform to the Church of 
England as Laymen, while they were diſſatisfied about 
the terms of Miniſterial Confarmityis eaſily granted; and 
that their doing lo, is an evidence, that Lay- conformity was 
what they could comply with, without Sinning no one 
queſtions ; but to infer from hence that they condemn 
Lay-leparation in others who ſaw things in a difterent 
Light, and had ſcruples upon their minds which they 
were not able to get rid of, is no conſequence. Have 
you any thing more to ofter with regard to Mr. Hales ? 
Con. Yes. He © affirms that the Donatiſts were 
& FSchiſzaaticks, and one of the chief Reaſons for their 
te Separations was an opinion, that where Good and 
© Bad met together for Divine Worſhip, pollution eva- 
c porating as it were from Sinners unhallowed all the De- 
cc yotions of the Righteous---From hence its plain that 
* that Learned Author declares Separation from a 
* particular Church to be a Schiſm without naming any 
e thing of Uncharitableneſs.* 

Non. The Schiſm of the Donatiſts (if you will allow 
fuch great men as op he ur and Archbiſhop Tilt» 
ſon to know any thing of their Hiſtory and Principles) 
was; their giving out, that they were the only true 
Church of Chriſt out of which none could be ſaved. f 
'This Mr. Hales tells you likewiſe; though your Au- 
thor did not think it for his turn, that his Readers 
ſhould be acquainted with that part of the account, 
Suppoſing then that Mr Hales does not mention the 
word Uncharitableneſs, when he is upon that Head, 
ſeeing there could not be a more uncharitable Principle 
in the. world, than. that which theſe People went upon; 
jt's plain that in the opinion of that Learned Writer, 
Schiſm mult be ſuppoſed to include Uncharitableneſs in 
jt. But ſince you have mentioned the Schiſm of the 
Donatiſts, I have one Requelt to make you, and that 
is, that you would at your leiſure, read theſe men's 
diſtinguiſhing Principles, and compare them with 

| theirs, 
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Farther Jaſtihy d. 13 
theirs, who condemn not only the Nonconformiſts in 
England, but all the Proteſtant Churches Abroad ; pro- 
nounce their Ordinations zx/, all their Adminiſtrations 
invalid, and make no Scruple to ſay that they have no 
Miniſters, nor Sacraments, but are cut off from the 
Catholick Church, and left to the uncovenanted Mercy 
of God Almighty; and tell me, Whether there be 
not a very near Reſemblance between theſe uncharita- 
ble Bigets, and the old African Schiſmaticks we are 
talking of, For-my part I can ſee no other Difference 
between them but this, that tho? our Highflyers con- 
demn all the Reformed Churches upon Earth, whoſe 
Conſtitution, Diſcipline and Government is not the 
ſame with their own ; yet they are free to acknow- 
ledge, that the Superflitions, Perſecuting, 1dolatrous 
Church of Rome is a Church of Chriſt, * and enter- 
tain very kind and favourable Thoughts of thoſe of 
that Communion, whereas the Donatiſts Charity ex- 
tended no farther than themſelves. And now I am 
talking of Charity, pray how came it to paſs that you 
did not proceed a little farther with your Author when 
you quoted him laſt ? What made you leave oft where 
you did, without adding his following Words, viz. 
« After all the Pretences to Charity and Moderation 
«© amongſt our preſent Diſſenters, there are few In- 
© ſtances of it to be met withal, unleſs reviling the 
« Clergy, ridiculing the Service, railing at the Conſti- 
« tution, Cc. may be reckon'd Inſtances of Charity 
« and good Nature. F Perhaps you thought that 
this Language was too ſcurrilous to be repeated in 
Converſation with your Friend, and apprehended that 
it would exaſperate; but I do aſſure you, Sir, this 
little ſpiteful Reflection would not at all have diſcom- 
poſed me; I could: have made Allowances for the in- 
temperate Heat of a neu Convert, and you would ea- 
ſily have ſeen that I thought the Calummy worthy of 
Contempt, rather than a ſober Confutation 


Con. 


9 


F Layman's Pleas, C, P. 25, + Ibid, f. 34: 
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Con. Come, good Sir, don't be angry: Let us pur- 
ſue our Argument calmly. * Your fine-ſpun Notion, 
ce that the Church of England, as National, is not pre- 
© tended to be of Divine Right, and therefore that a 
© Separation from a National Church which the New 
& Teſtament knows not, cannot be the Schiſm which 
© the Scripture warns us againſt, is ſuch a Piece of 
© Reaſon as can hardly be parallel d. 

Non. It is, I find, abundantly eaſier for ſome Diſpu- 
tants to ridicule an Argument, than to give a ſolid 
Anſwer to it; and, generally ſpeaking, this is thought 
the ſhorteſt Way with the Diſſenters. But if you pleaſe, 


let us hear what your Author has to ſay againſt the 


Notion he ſpeaks ſo contemptibly of; for ſince we 
have begun, I would not have you {lip any thing which 
you think of Weight in that Performance. 


Con. © If there couid be a Schiſm in the Church of 


&« Corinth, which (according to your miſtaken No- 
te tion) was a particular Church, pray what ſhould 
« hinder that there cannot be the like Schiſm in St. 
* Dunſtan's Church in London, which is a Part of the 
& National Church, or in any other Pariſh Church in 
<« the Kingdom? f 

Non. According to my miſtaken Notion ! Does your 
Friend think then that the Church of Corinth was 
not a particular Church? If he does, I muſt recom- 
mend to his Conſideration what St. Paul writes about 
their coming together in one Place; and that not a 
part of them, but the whole Church, || &c. and by that 
time he has thought upon ſuch Expreſſions, as theſe, 
perhaps he will have the Ingenuity to acknowledge 
that his is a miſtaken Notion, and not mine. But let 
us a little examine his Reaſoning on this Head, be- 
cauſe I think it peculiar. If there could be a Schiſm in 


the Church of Corinth, &c. what ſhould hinder that 
there cannot be the like Schiſm in St. Dunſtan's Church 


in London, or in we other Pariſh Church in the King- 
d hinder? Truly nothing _ 1 
OW 
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know of ; for I never thought that our conforming 


Brethren had a greater Command of their Tempers 
than other People, or that they were ſo perfectly made 
up of good Humour, but that there might happen to 
be Heats and uncharitable Contentions amongſt them, 
as well as thoſe of other Societies. Indeed a note 
Preacher of yours has obſerv'd of late of the Liturgy 
of the Church of England, that as it eminently 1 
motes Loyalty in (ach as attend it as Subjects, ſo doth 
it mutual Charity in them as Neighbours, * But as it 
has ſadly fail'd of the firſt of theſe good Effects on 
ſome of its greateſt Admirers, ſince King George's 
happy Acceſſion to the Throne of theſe Kingdoms, fo 
it has of the laſt too in abnndance of Inſtances ; and 
I wiſh the Doctor I refer to (begging his Pardon for 
this Freedom) had not given the World occaſion to 
ſay that he himſelf is one. Well, we will grant then 
that there may be a Schiſm in St. Dunſtan's Church in 
London, and in any other Pariſh Church in the King- 
dom; but what would your Author infer from hence? 
For my part, after having read the Paragraph twenty 
times over, I was entirely at a loſs for the Senſe of 
it; and at laſt concluded, that when it was thrown 
into a Syllogiſm it muſt Rand thus, viz. 


If there could be a Schiſm in the Church of Corinth, 
which was a particular Church, and can be the 
like in St. Dunſtan's Church in London, or in any 
other Pariſh Church in the Kingdom; 

Then Separation from a National Church, which 
the New Teſtament knows not, is the Schiſme 
which the Scripture warns us againſt. 

But there could be a Schiſm in the Church of 
Corinth, &c. Ergo, Cc. 


Strong Reaſoning. It's great pity in my Mind that 
the Gentleman ſhould forget to conclude with a Q. E. 
D. for if he had done fo, tho' ſome ſaucy ä 

Other 
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other might have had ſo little Manners as to call upon 
him to prove the 1 20 of his Major, he might have 
met with ſome Readers who would have thought his 
Argument as certain as any Propoſition in Euclids 
Elements. 5 

Con. Come let us have no Banter: I believe I have 
ſomething to offer which you yourſelf will reckon 
worthy a ſerious Conſideration. The Catholick 
5 Church is made up of ſeveral Societies of Chriſti- 
ce ans, in the ſeveral Parts of the World: Therefore, 
« in order to a Chriſtian's being united to the Cat ho- 
% lick Church, it is abſolutely neceſſary that he join 
c himſelf to one particular Church that is a Part of 
© the Whole, which the Church of England is ac- 
ce knowledged to be; or, if you like it better, which 
ce the ſeveral Pariſh Churches in England are Parts of, 
© Whoſoever therefore cuts himſelf off from one of 
e thoſe particular Churches, (which is a true and 
« {ound Part of the Catholick Church) does as effectu- 
70 ally cut off himfelf from the whole Body, as he that 
ce cuts off a Finger cuts it off from his Body, tho? it 
< is immediately ſeparated from the Hand. 

Non. I find it's time for me to look to myſelf, 
becauſe your Friend ſeems reſolv'd to make a Pagan of 
me. Methinks ſuch an Attempt does not diſcover an 
Exceſs of Charity; and he muſt not blame me, if I 
will not give up my Chriſtianity without ſtrugling for 
it. And here I would ask him, Whether he is able 
to prove, that in order to a Perſon's being united to ; 
the Catholick Church, it is abſolutely Ms that ne 
join himſelf to one particular Church, that is a Part of 
the Whole; becauſe (as the famous Chillingworth ob- 
ſerves) a Man unjuſtly Excommunicated, is not in the 
Churches Communion, yet he is ſtill a Member of the 
Church. f To which I add, a Perſon may by the Pro- 
vidence of God, have his Lot caſt amongſt a People 
who are all Infidels or Idolaters, and never have an 


Opportunity of being united in external Commanien 
WIEN 
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with "any: particular Church; and yet if he ſincerely 
believe in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and ſubject himſelf 
to his Laws and Government, he is a Member of the 
Catholick Church, and regarded by God as ſuch. But 
that which I would particularly remark in what you 
laſt offered is, your ſaying that whoſoeover cuts himſelf 
off from one of theſe particular Churches, (which is a 
true and found Part of the Catholitk Church) cuts of 
himſelf from the whoſe Body, Now if by a Man's 
cutting himſelf” off from a particular Church, you mean 
a Departure from thoſe "Things which are efſextial to 
a true Church of Chritt, that is, from the Profeſſicn 
and Practice of Chriſtianity, I agree with you, that by 
ſo doing he cuts himſelf off from the Church Catho- 
lick But if you mean by a Perſon's cutting himſelf 

from a particular Church, his Separation only from ts 
external Communion, and that on the Account of 
ſome Terms which are made neceſſary, and yet at the 


ſame Time are anwarrantable, or at leaſt apprehended 


2 him to be ſo, (and this you muſt mean, or what you 
ay is nothing to the Purpoſe) I abſolutely deny that 
by ſuch a Separation he cr himſelf off from the Ca- 
tholick Church ; becauſe, notwithſtanding ſuch a Sepa- 
ration from a Church of which he was once a Mem- 
ber, he may continue united by Faith to __ the Head 
of the Church, and by a cordial Love to all the Mem- 
bers of it, and join in Communion with ſome other 
Part of the Catholick Church, where no Terms are 

ſiſted on but ſuch as he thinks Scriptural, and which 
he can with a good Conſcience comply with. The 
Eſtabliſbed Church in Nprth Britain, I believe all Men 
of Temper amongſt you will allow to be à Part of the 
Cmholic Church; but ſhould the Prechyterians there 
tell their Epiſcopal Brethren; that by ſeparating from 
their Communion they had cut themſelves off from the 
Church Catholick; I doubt nor but you would make 
loud Exclamations againſt them for their Untharitable- 
neſs ; and yet I can't ſee but they have as much Reaſon 
to conclude thus againſt them, as you have againſt 23. 
But perhaps that Matter may fall in our Way again 
before we have done, and r if you have any 


thing 
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thing farther to ſay under the Head of Schiſm, pleaſe 
to proceed. 
Con. I think © that the Diſſenters who perſuaded 
1 * you to go to a Meeting-houſe with them, did not act 
10 « fo Honeſtly or Honourabi) as they ought to have 
| “ done. It looks too like an Abuſe of that Indul- 
| ce gence Which the Government allows them. Neither 
| did you behave yourſelf like an honeſt Man in leaving 
1 te the Communion of the Church of England upon 
| 4 {uch ſlight Occahon; nay, by your own Confeſhon, 
| “ for no Reaſon at all. ” * 
Non. I never told you that the Di/ſenters perſuaded 
me to go to a Meeting-heuſe with them; tho * Friend 
has ſo much Diſingenuity (to ſay no worſe of it) as 
to tell the World fo. But ſuppoſe this had been true: 
What was there Diſboneſt or Diſbonourable in their ; 
perſuading me to hear a Sermon in a Congregation «' 
Allowed and Protected by the ſame Government to | 
which your'own Church owes her Eſtabliſhment ? Eſpe- 
cially when I had all the Aſſurance in the World that 
I ſhould be entertain'd with no other Doctrine than 
what the Church herſelf makes a Profeſſion of, With 
regard to their aby/ing the Indulgence given them; 1 
muſt be ſo free as to ſay, that I look upon this as a 
Lu Inſinuation, and too plain a Diſcovery what 
ome People in the World would be at, had they the 
Management of Things in their own Hands; but 
Thanks be to God their Power is not equal to their 
' Envy. As to myſelf, let it be ſufficient to tell you, 
that the Reaſons which determined me to ſeparate from 
the Church of Exgland were ſuch as I thought abun- I 
dantly ſatisſactory; and 1 am the more confirm'd in 
this, ſince I read your Author's Reply to them. And 
tho' he has thought tit to make very free with m 
Heoneſiy, it is a Comfort to me that this does not at a 
depend upon his Opinion; I know I muſt be ac- 
countable in a little While to a more Impartial Judge, 
| | and 
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and then it will appear whether I have behaved myſelf 
like an honeſt Man, or not. 

Con. I ask your Pardon, if I have ſaid any thing that 
bears hard. But to be plain, I can't help thinking that 
you were too precipitate in your Meaſures, eſpecially 
conſidering that it was a Buſineſs in which your Salva- 
tion was concern d.“ If you had really been uneaſy 
at any thing in our Church — you ought to have 
< apply'd yourſelf to the Miniſter of your Pariſh — 
ce till you left the Church he was undoubtedly your 
« Director and Guide in all your Spiritual Con- 
* CED. * 

Non. Suppoſe then, that the Miniſter of the Pariſh 
where I lived ſhould be a Perſon that was ignorant and 
unqualified, and not capable of giving me the Satis- 
faction I wanted ; or ſuppoſe he was too paſſionate to 
bear a Contradiction ; or ſo much prejudiced againſt 
Diſſenters, as not to be able to keep within the Bounds 
of common Decency when he was talking of them ; 
muſt I take a Man of ſuch a Character to be my Di- 
rektor and Guide in all my Spiritual Concerns ? Beſides, 

allowing the Caſe to be otherwiſe) where is the Man 
(as one very well obſerves) ſo much mortified to all Selj- 
Intereſt and Regard, as to be fiee frem all Partiality in 
his Judgment of Th ings, where he himſelf hath« any Cen- 
ceru? To Which give me Leave to add, that tho? I 
have a great Veneration for thoſe of the Sacred Functi- 
on, yet I could never apprehend it my Duty to be de- 
termined by their Judgment againſt my own Light and 


Sentiments. I think (with a great Divine of your 


own Church) that when againſt our own Mind care- 
fully informed, we follow the Dittates of others, we, like 
Fools, rajhly adventure and proſtitute our Souls. 1 To 
conclude this Head, I do affure you, Sir, I was not 
ſo rah in this Atiair as you fancy; but acted with all 
the Deliberation and Seriouſneſs I was capable of. I 
own I did not think myſelf obliged to adviſe with the 
Miniſter of the Pariſb about my Nenccajormity, becauſe 

2 tho” 
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tho' he is the legal Incumbent, and I chearfully pay 
hi him his Dyes whenever he pleaſes to ſend for them; 
5 1 know of no Law of God which has made him my 
6. Miniſter; becauſe he was forced upon me as well as 
1 a great many others, and I never choſe him for my Spi- 
\ ritual Guide and Director. F 
! Con. I perceive then you will {ill inſiſt on the Peo- 
. ple's Right to chyſe their own Miniſters, which I can't 
lik: but wonder at. If your Latitudizarian Principle 
{| * holds true, I don't know but that in a little Time 
ll c every Maſter of a Family may ſet up to be a Prieſt 
1 in his own Houſe; and that infamous Book the 
ity « Rights, may come to be the trueſt and beſt Account 
15 of Church Government. How is it poſſible to pre- 
{erve Unity and Peace according to ſuch a Notion as : 
yours? — I need not tell you what Feud and Ani- 4 
* mofities have riſen amongſt Diſſenters in their Electi- «© 
n. — SO that you have no great Reaſon to value 
ourſelves on the Account of em. a 
n. I have nothing to do with the Book you ſpeak 
of, nor with that Author's Notion of Church Go- 
vernment, my Buſineſs being only to vindicate my own 
Principles. And now I appeal to yourſelf, whether | 
from the People's Right to chuſe their Miniſters, to q 
argue that it would be warrantable for them to break 
up all Publick Religious Societies, and not to worſhip 
God in Aflemblics at all, has ſo much as the Ap- a 
pearance of good Reaſoning. 52359 ts 
As to Peace and Unity, as far as I can find, thev are 
as well preſerv'd in our Way as in yours; and if Oc- * 
caſion were, I could mention ſve Diſlenting Con- 
gregations within the Compaſs of my Acquaintance, 
in which (upon the Death or Removal or Miniſters) 
Succeſlors have been elected with the greateſt Unani- 
mity; and where there has happen'd to be a little | 
Diſagreement in filling up a Vacancy,” the Minority 1 
have peaceably acquieſc'd in the Determination of the 
major Part, and Things have been ſettled to the gene- - 
oaks of SFr Denn ra 5 
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” 


þ ral Satisfaction. I know your Friend talks. of Feuds 
and Animoſities which have riſen in the Choice of 


XZ Miniſters and gives an Inſtance or two of it; but I 
don't think it worth my while to make a particular 
*®Z Enquiry into the Truth of em. Suppoſe it be granted 


that ſome Inconveniencies may accidentally ariſe from 
that Right of the People which I am contending for, 


does it therefore follow, that they muſt part with that 


Right, and ſuffer themſelves to be impoſed upon? I 
tanke this Argument to be the very ſame which thoſe of 
another Communion make uſe of to juſtify their Ty- 
ranny over the Conſciences of the Layity, viz. that the 
People make an ill uſe of Judging for themſelves ; and 
I think Archbiſhop Tillotſon's Anſwer to them is very 
much to our purpoſe. There may be an ill Uſe made 
of Men's judging for themſelves (and I ſay the ſame of 
their chooling their own Miniſters) © but then it is to 
* © be conſidered, that the proper Remedy in this caſe, 
cc js not to deprive Men of their Privilege, but to uſe 
> © the beſt means to prevent the Abuſe of it. For 
though the Inconveniences ariſing from the ill Uſe 
of it may be very great, the Miſchief on the other 
c hand is intolerable. Religion it ſelf is liable to be 
c abuſed to very bad purpoſes, and frequently is ſo; but 
* © jt is not therefore belt that there ſhould be no Reli- 
gion at all. I had no need to tell you what Feuds 
and Animoſities have been occaſioned by the Peoples 
Electing their Repreſentatives in Parliament, but I hope 
you would not conclude from hence, that, to prevent 
that Inconvenience, it would be beſt to give up that 
part. of our Conſtitution, and take the Right of the 
People entirely from them. To all which ſuffer me to 
add the Words of Mr. Baxter, to Dr. Stillingfleet,, 
*© let him name me Ten Places that have (ſuffered ſo 
** deeply by the People's Choice as I can tell him of 
** ten. Thouſand that have done by the Choice of Pre- 
* lates, Patrons, &c. and I will confeſs my Error. 


Con. 
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Con.“ But you are bound to join your ſelf to that 
© Society where you live, unleſs you can prove that the 
* Terms of Communion are uzlawful. It is not your 
% complaining of your pariſh Miniſter that will juſti- 
« fy your breaking the Unity of the Church.” * 

Non. 1 muſt, you ſay, join my ſelf to the Society where 
I live unleſs I can prove the Terms of Communion to 
be unlawful but fg uſe the word's of one of your 
own Biſhops f with a little S to whom muſt I 
prove this? Or to whoſe Sati faction? To their Satisfatti- 
on who are confident of the contrary, or to my own ? It is 
ſufficient ſure if I my ſelf am fully perſuaded that the 
Terms are unlawful ; and when . is the caſe, I am 
obliged in Conſcience to ſeparate from ſuch a Society, tho? 
I can't convince others that Argument have any 
weight in them. We will ſuppoſe however, that in the 
Soctety where I live, there ſhould be no Terms of 
Communion enjoined, but what I could lawfully comply 
with; yet, ſeeing Parochial bounds are not ſo much as 
pretended to be of a Divine Settlement, if my pariſh 
Miniſter ſhould negle& or careleſsly perform the ne- 
ceſſary Duties of his Function, and did not Preach to 
my Edification; tho* theſe would not juſtify my break- 
ing the Unity of the Church, I think it would ſuffici- 
ently warrant my joining with ſome other Congregation, 
where my Soul was like to be better provided for, and 
I ſhall continue of this mind, until I hear other Rea- 
ſons to the contrary, than I have as yet met with. 
Con. Now we are talking of pariſh Miniſters, Lam 
put in mind of ſome Inſinuations of yours at our laſt 
Conference which © have not that Chriſtian Charity 
vou ſo much extoll, viz. If a Clergy man gets In- 
« ftitution and Induction, let him be what he will, ſober 
* or ſcandalous, Qualified or Unqualified, &c. The 
„ Clergy of the Church of England have the advan- 
< tage of a liberal Education in one of the famous Uni- 
« verfities. When they go into Holy Orders, they are 
« obliged to carry a Teſtimonial from the oy 
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& Hall that they belong'd to, and if they have lived 
ce jn the Country for a conliderable time before their 
« Admiſſion into Orders, a Certificate is required 
« from three neighbouring Clergymen, concerning 
« their Life and Converſation, &c. now ſince this 
© care is taken in the Church, you ought to have ſpar- 
ce ed that Reflection. 

Non. I wonder to here you talk of a Reflection, 
when any one may fee that the words you cenſure me 
for, could not be {ſpoken with any ſuch Intention, and 
that my deſign was only to ſhew you, what a hardſhip 
it is to Pariſhes to have Miniſters impoſed upon them. 
I know the Clergy of the Church of England have 
(a reat many of them) ſuch an Education as you 
peak of, and undoubtedly this muſt be a vaſt Advan- 
tage to ſuch as know how to make a good Improve- 
ment of it. Indeed no leſs a Man than the famous 
Mr, Le-Clerc mentions it as a Common Report, that the 
Academick Eſtabliſhments in England are no better than 
Seminaries of Idle People who have no regular method 
of ſtudying. f But I hope that Learned Gentleman had 
a better Opinion of them. This is certain, our Uni- 
verfities have produced many very great men, ſuch as 
have filled the higheſt Stations both in Church and 
State with Honour, and been a Glory to the Engliſh 
Nation ; and yet when an Eminent Prelate (one who' 
muſt be allowed by all the world to be a competent 
Judge) has given us ſuch a melancholy account of the 
much greater part of thoſe who come to be Ordain'd, 
and told the world in ſo many words, that ſome of 
them in a well regulated State of things, would appear 
not knowing enough to be admitted to the Holy Sacra- 
ment. I cant imagine why my words (which when 
you have made the moſt of them amount but to a Sup- 
poſition) ſhould be thought ſo uncharitable. As to 
the Point of Scandal, I have only to ſay, I wiſh with 
my whole heart, that Miniſters of all Denominations 
would be more mindful of the Character they — 
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and endeavour to ſhine as Lights in the World. The 
Behaviour of ſuch as pretend to be Guides to others is 
particularly obſerved ; and their Actions diſcover what 
they are better than Teſtimonials from Colleges, Cc. and 
when we have ſaid all, People will judge by theſe, as 
indeed it is fit they ſhould. But there's enough of 
this. Have you any thing more to ofter againſt the peo- 
ple's Rights to Elect their own Miniſters, and can you 
give me a Reaſon why they thould not make choice of 
their ſpiritual Guides, as well as of their Phyſicians and 
„ when they have occaſion for them ; 
Con. I'll give you a Reaſon; neither the Laws of 
God nor Man have given you ſuch a Liberty “. 
Non. This is eaſily ſaid, and I think as eaſily confu- 
ted. I am ſure; I had no need to tell you that by the 
Act of Toleration, which (thanks be to God) ſtands 
yet unrepeal'd. Proteſtamts are allowed, (on the Pro- 
viſo's therein mentioned) to warn God in ſuch a 
as their own Conſciences ſhall approve of; and 
conſequently, to make choice of their own Miniſters; 
ſo that the Law of the Land has given us the Liber- 
ty, I am pleading for; and that the Law of God war- 
rants the ſame, I think I plainly enough proved to 
you at our laſt Conference. DIe 
Con. Well, we will talk more of. wort map ; but 
let us firſt a little conſider, what you faid juſt now a- 
bout the Right of the People to chuſe their Phyfcians, 
when they have occaſion for them; becauſe I think, 
on this Head my Friend has by much the advantage of 
yu ; and: when I have repeated the Subſtance of what 
has offered, I am in hopes you your ſelf will ſay ſo 
too. Suppoſe by an Act of Parliament a Phyſician 
« was placed in every Pariſſi, and the Perſon placed 
&« in yours had a ſuſſicient Skill in caring any Diſtem- 
c per that you was afflicted with, &c. would 
% not any Man think that you are guided by Humour 
and Fancy, if you neglect to ſend for your own 
* Phyſician, under Whofe management you may be 111 
en. * of 
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* and make uſe of another, meerly becauſe the Phyſick he 
«« preſcribes is more agreeable to your Palate, which at 
10 preſent is vitiated by the height of the Diſtemper? * 
Non. I ask pardon for interrupting you: But give 
me leave to ſay, your Friend has not ſtated the caſe 
fairly. If you will ſufter me, I will ſet this matter in 
a truer light, and when you have done, make your Ob- 
jections as you ſee convenient. 
Suppole then by an Act of Parliament, a Phyſician 
was placed in every Pariſh of the Kingdom, and the Per- 
ſon ſettled in mine had as much skill in curing Diſtem- 
pers as moſt of that Faculty; ſuppoſe again, another 
Act of Parliament allowed me (if I thought it beſt) to 
adviſe either with a Phyſician of any another Pariſh, or 
with one in my own, who had the Government's 
leave to Practice, if any pleas'd to make uſe of him ; 
ſuppoſe once more, that after ſeveral Years tryal of the 
Pariſh Phyſician, I found that his Preſcriptions were 
not adapted to my Caſe, ſo that I continued in the ſame 
languiſhing State, as when I firſt call'd him to my aſſi- 
ſtance; ſuppoſe laſtly, that I had taken the Advice of 
another Phyſician, and found that he really underſtood 
my Circumſtances better, and that I perceiv'd my Con- 
ſtitution more mended in a few weeks under his care, 
than I did all the time I was under the others manage- 
ment; the Queſtion is whether it ought to be call'd 
Humour and Fancy, if I reſolve to perſevere in that me- 
thod which I "64 gy iP by the Bleſſing of God, ſo 
Advantagious to me, and whether I ſhould not be 
blam'd by all the World, if I had ſo little regard to 
my own Health, as to ſacrifice it in complaiſance to 
an Eſtabliſhment? And now I leave you to make the 
Application. | 
Con. I hear you. But while it is in my thoughts, 
pray what warrant can you find in the Word of God, 
tor the People's Right of chuſing their Miniſters? I 
remember you did mention a Text or two the 
time which you thought 5 this Notion; but for 
| | my 
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my part I can't ſee that they are any thing to your 
purpoſe. What you oflered about the Choice of an 
Apoſtle to ſucceed Judas I am confident can do you 
no manner of Service, I don't know from what part 
of the chapter you conclude, that the deſign of the 
Apoſtles meeting at that time, was to fill up the Va- 
cancy. © It ſeems more probable that there was a 
good number (about Six-ſcore) gathered together to 
the public Service of God. St. Peter addreſſed him · 
« felf to the Eleven and not to the whole number 
And they, viz. the Eleven appointed two ; leaving 
« it to the Lots to decide which of them it ſhould be, 
and the Lot fell on Matthias.“ 

Non. I don't think it naterial to enquire what was 
the principal Deſign of that Meeting, in which Mat- 
thias was choſen to the Apoſtleſhip (Act, 1.) That 
Public Worſhip was Solemniz'd on that occaſton, is 
what I would not make a Queſtion of; but ſeeing an 
Apoſtle was then choſen, and we have ſuch a full and 
particular Account of the proceedings in that Affair, I 
can't ſee why we may not ſuppoſe that this was their 
Principal Buſineſs, at that Meeting, and let your Au- 
thor prove the contrary if he is able. Be that as it 
will; this we are ſure of, that when it is ſaid, Peter 
ſtood up in the midſt of the Diſciples it is immediately 
added the number of the Names were about an Hundred 
and Trenty, v. 16. Now if his Diſcourſe had been 
directed to the Eleven only, and not to the whole Com- 
pany. I can't fee what occaſion there was to mention 
the number then preſent. It ſeems plain enough to me 
that St. Peter addreſs'd himſelf to the whole Company 
and they (i. e. the whole Company) appointed two. Apo 
toli ceterique Fidelas duos nommarunt.F The Elettors 
or Perſons chafing (ſays a late Commentator of your 
own) were the Hundred and Twenty, || So that allowing 
Dr. Hammend to be right as to the Etymology and 
Meaning of the original Word &:yx#7Ja#iS:m and that 
Matthias was choſen by Lor; yet He and Joſeph were, 
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in all probability, nominated by the Diſciples; from 
which it may be fairly collected, that the People ought 
to be concern'd in the Election of their Miniſter 
which is all I have been contending for. 

Con. Your other Inſtance in the 6th of As, 
* concerning the Choice of the Seven Deacons fall 
* much ſhort oft proving the Point in Debate.“ 

Non. I can't be of your mind. For tho” the Apoſtles 
reſerved the Ordination of thele Deacons to themſelves, 
it's molt evident that the Church were to look out 
the men. Your Author acknowledges as much as this 
comes to, and it as much as I deſire to have granted 
me. For if the People were to make Choice of the 
Perſons, who were to be entruſted with the Stock, 
which they had raiſed for the uſe of the Poor, certain- 
ey had reaſon to have a Vote in the Election, of 
thoſe to whom the care of their Souls was to be com- 
mitted, a Concern without doubt, of intinitely grea- 
ter Conſequence than the other. | | 
And ſince we are fallen once more upon this Head, 
I would fain know, why our Saviour ſhould give us 
ſuch Cautions as theſe, f viz. Take heed what you 
hear, and how ye hear Cc. and to what purpole it 
was for the Apoſtle to tell us, not to believe every 
Spirit, but try the Spirits whether they are of God, if we 
were to receive any Miniſter that a Patron thought fit 
to impoſe upon us ? | 

To ſtrengthen what I have ſaid on this Argument, 
I might mention thoſe Canons of Councils, and Teſti- 
monies from particular Fathers, which have been ſeve- 
Tal times quoted by choſe who have managed this Diſ- 
pute formerly. || But at preſent 1 ſee no neceſſity for it. 
Nothing is more certain than that in the pureſt Ages of 
the Church, Biſhops (or Paſtors) were Elected by the 
Faithful. A very Learned, and Excellent Dr. of 

our own Speaking of Ordinations in the Primitive 
7 imes tells us, that © the People of the place were al- 
D 2 | Ways 
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* ways preſent, and ratified the Action with their Ap- 
** Probation and Conſent, and that it was ſeldom or 
never done without their Preſence and Suffrage.th 
And the ſame worthy Author tells us farther, that 
„this way ſeemed ſo fit and reaſonable, that Severirs 
the Emperour (a wiſe and prudent Prince) in imitati- 
* on of the Chriſtians, eſtabliſhed it in the diſpoſal of 
*© civil Offices. For when he had a mind to ſend out 
* any Governours of Provinces-—he propounded the 
Names of thoſe he intended, deſiring the People to 
* except againſt the Perſons, if they knew them guilty 
* of any Crimes, which they were able to make good 
* 2 them.“ * To all which I ſhall only add, that 
another of your Writers (and a very furious ſtickler 
for the Church and Power of the Clergy) has told 


you in ſo many words, that the People had votes in the 


Choice of Biſhops all muſt grant, and it can be only Igno- 
rauce aud Folly that pleads the contrary.}F Now if they 
always had, and {till have ſuch a Right, undoubtedly 
they are greatly injured in having it wreſted from 
them; and I don't know but that this conſideration 
alone, had I nothing elſe to offer in my Vindication, 
would be a ſufficient Juſtification of my Nonconfor- 
Mmity. 

| A I remember we were juſt now talking of Dea- 
eons and © TI have often wondred that none of your 
* Teachers have ever ſaid a word in Vindication of 
f themſelves for caſting that Order out of the Church, 
* which there ſeems to be ſo much occaſion for, as 
de there was at the firſt Inſtitution of it. 

Non. That there was ſuch Officers as Deacons, ap- 
pointed in the Apoſtles time, I believe is not made a 
queſtion of, byt what ſort of an Office, theirs was, 
you know has not been ſo fully agreed upon. If you 

leaſe therefore we will a little Examine into the firſt 
Inſtitation of it; and when we have done ſo, it may 
be, the Diſſenters conduct with regard to this, wont 
4K continue a matter of ſo much wonder to you. 


There's 
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farther Juſtify d. 29 
There's no doubt byt you have obſerved, in reading 
the New Teſtament, that at the firſt p ting the 
Chriſtian Church, the Diſciples of Chriſt had ſuch a 
hearty Affection for one another, that they with a ge- 
nerous freedom diſtributed what they had amongſt 
their neceſſitous Brethren, and were content to 
ſupply'd out of one general ſtock, and to Enjoy all 
things in Common, Acts 2. 44. Now though, in the 
beginning, the Apoſtles themſelves took care to re- 
ceive the Church's Goods, and to ſupply their 
Members as they ſaw occaſion ; yet while their num- 
bers increaſed, the burden of this Eleemoſynary care 
increaſed alſo; and indeed began to grow too great for 
them; and beſides, ſome complaints were made by 
the Greeks that their Widows were negletted in the 
daily Miniſtration, Acts 6. 1. Upon which the Apo- 
ſtles ſaw it expedient to appoint Deacons, that the 
Poor might be the better provided for. You ſee 
then that the great buſineſs of theſe Officers was 
to manage the Public Charity, and d rexm{aic to 
ſerve Tables, Acts 6. 2, Whether there is as much 
occaſion for theſe now, as there was in the afore men- 
tioned circumſtances of the Church is what I fhall 
not at preſent enquire into; neither ſhall I ſtay to 
examine whether it belong'd to their Office to Preach, 
and to Adminiſter the Ordinance of Baptiſm (though 
by the way, I think thoſe who think it did, are ver 
{paring of Proofs to ſupport that Opinion) It is ſu 
cient for my purpoſe that the care of the Poor was 
what they were principally appointed for. Now I be- 
lieve in molt of the Diſſenting Congregations (eſpeci- 
ally the larger Ones) there are Perfons appointed to 
manage that Affair; whereas amongſt you, there is no 
ſuch Officer as a Deacon, perhaps in one Pariſh of 
Twenty, and thoſe who are Ordain'd fuch, though 
they Preach and Baptize (for they muſt not Adminiſter 
the other Sacrament for a Realon which is yet a Se- 
cret, ) take no care at all of the Poor, ſo that as far 
as 
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as I can ſee, though you retain the Name, there is 
more of the Office of Deacons amongſt us, than there 
is in the Church of England. 
Con. But to return to your Complaint, viz. That 
& jn the Church of England you are deprived of the 
Liberty of chuſing your Miniſter. -— You know as 
« well as I, that your Miniſters are commonly choſen 
ce by the leading Perſons in a Congregation. They 
ce whoſe Fortunes will not allow them to contribute 
cc much towards his Maintenance, are ſeldom conſult- 
& ed in ſuch Elections; yet their Souls are as valuable 
cc 25 the Souls of thoſe that have larger Purſes. ** 
Non. I can't tell how much you know of the Diſ- 
ſenters Management (tho' by your way of talking, I 
am apt to think you are in a great Meaſure a Stranger 
to it) but this I can aflure you, that in all thoſe Elec- 
tions of Miniſters, which I have been acquainted with, 
not only all in Communion, but ſuch as ſubſcribe to- 
wards the Support of the Congregation, are ſummon'd 
to give their Attendance; and a Perſon that allows but 
five Shillings yearly, has as much a Vote, as his richer 
Neighbour, who gives five times that Sum: So that 
what you have quoted from your Author on this Head, 
is a Miſrepreſentation. | 
Con. Let this be how it will, If I was never fo fully 
convinc'd that it was my right to chuſe my Miniſter, 
« I would not be a Diſſenter, unleſs I could meet with 
© better Arguments to prove that their Teachers have 
cc a valid Ordination. | 
Nun. I thought I had ſufficiently ſatisfied you about 
the Diſſenters way of Ordaining Miniſters, when I was 
with you laſt : Pray what have you to object againſt 
it? | | 
Con. You miſtake my Meaning. Tt is not the Man- 
ner of your Ordinations that T ſo much except againſt; 
however, ſince you have mention'd it again, I can't 
forbear taking Notice of ſomething in your Account, 
| which 
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tions Verbi adjunxit, wnumque altero ignobilius reddunt, cum Biptiſmum poſſit 
gdminiftrare Diaconus non ſacram Cunam. Alt, Damas, Edit. ult, p. 672. 
e Layman's Pleas, Cc. p. 10, ** Ibid. 


farther Fuſtiß) d. 31 
which I never heard of before, viz. that the Perſorts 
ordain'd promiſe to maintain the Unity of the Church 
againſt Error and Schiſm: © I wiſh with all my Soul 
they may ule their beſt Endeavours to make good 
« that Promiſe. But every Man muſt needs think its 
« very odd to engage a Man to promiſe to maintain 
the Unity of the Church, who gets a Maintenance 
by Separation. F | 
Non. I am very ſorry that the Author whoſe Lan- 
guage you make Uſe of, had not at his firſt ſetting 
out, ſtated the Notion of Church Unity. If he had, 
a great Part of his Book might very well have been 
{pared, and his Readers would not have been tired 
with an endleſs Repetition of a Set of Words which 
have no diſtin Ideas affixed to them. Whatever he 
may think, its poſſible for a Man to ſeparate from the 
Church of England, and yet have as great a Regard to 
Unity, as any of thoſe who continue in her Communi- 
on: And I am well ſatisfied, the Diſſenting Miniſters 
do more to maintain it, than thoſe who are perpetual- 
ly talking on that Subject, and at the ſame time plead 
or the Continuance of thoſe unreaſonable Impoſitions, 
which by the Acknowledgement of ſome of the great- 
eſt Men among your ſelves, are the things which have 
divided us, and do fo to this Day. And as to what 
your Friend talks of a Maintenance, I would not have 
you diſpleas'd if I tell him, that had he not had a Proſ- 
pect of being better provided for in the Eſtabliſhment, 
than he had while he continued a Nonconformiſt, the 
Diſſenters would not have had ſuch a doughty Anta- 
goniſt to grapple with. 

Con. Pray keep your 'Temper. I have another Ob- 
jection againſt your Way of Ordaining, which I fancy 
you will not go over ſo eaſily. © You have ſome 
*« of you Impolition of Hands, but the thing intend- 
* ed by it, viz. the giving the Perſon Authority, is 
* wholly omitted. The Senior Presbyter (at the Or- 
& dinations which I have been preſent at, does not 

(according 
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(according to the Practice of our Church) ſay, take 
« thou Authority to preach the Word of God, Oc. or 
* any thing to that Purpoſe, which in my Opinion is 
e a groſs Omiſſion. 

Non. I don't know what Notion you have formed 
of Ordination; but, for my Part, I never thought that 
the Ordainers gave the Power to the Perſon whom they 
Ordain, for that I always ſuppoſed was derived from 
Chriſt, and his Charter; all that they can do is, to re- 
cognize the Authority which that Charter conveys; and 
| 290 can underſtand no more than this by that Expreſ- 

n, Take thou Authority to preach the Word of God; 
unleſs (as a very learned Miniſter of ours obſerves) you 
ſappole © ſome Clergyman's Hand to have ine: pe- 
© culiar Vertue of Imprinting an Indelible Character, 
ce that the Hands of others have not. Or, unleſs you 
« ſet the Ordainers in the Place of Chriſt, and make 
* them Fountains of Eccleſiaſtical Power, . inſtead of 
7 being the meer Inſtruments or Channels of Convey- 

ance. | | 

Con. Well, we-will let that 5 N drop for the 
preſent. The principal thing inſiſted on in this Diſ- 
pute is, that Presbyters have not the Power of Ordina- 
tion veſted in them; and I think my Friend has ſatiſ- 
factorily Anſwered all your Arguments on that Head. 

Non. He may have Anſwered them, as far as I 
know to your ſatisfaction, and his own ; but I do aſ- 
ſure you he has left me as fully convinc'd of my being 
in the right, as I was before his Book made it's ap- 
pearance in the World. | | 
Con. I am afraid then that you are not as open to 
Conviction as you profeſs to be. Pray what do you 
think of your firſt Argument for Presbyterian Ordina- 
tion, viz. the Promiſcuous uſe of the names Biſhop, 
and Presbyter in the New Teſtament ? 

Num. I think that your Friend has neither repreſent- 
ed it fairly, nor ſaid any thing that deſerves to be call'd 


an Anſwer to it. You very well remember (and the 
| | world 
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world now knows it) that I did not argue altogether 
from the Identity of Names, but told you that the O 
of the Biſhop and Freter was the ſame likewiſe. 
This I produced a plain Text of Scripture for, (viz. 1 
Pet. 5. 2.) and from thence concluded that, © if Preſ- 
© bjters petform'd . thoſe Duties in the Church which 
« belong to the Epiſcopal Office, without doubt they 
© were intruſted with .the Epiſcopal Power,” * Now 
this part of my Argument, your Author has not 
thought fit to take any notice of, but goes on to ad- 
vance things without ſo much as pretending to prove 
*em, as if his Readers were oblig'd to believe his bare 
Word, without asking a Reaſon for it. He muſt ex- 
cuſe me bowever, if I call upon him to make it appear 
by ſubſtantial Evidence, that the Apoſtle had any other 
Succeſſors beſides Presbyters, who were in the New Teſta- 
ment ſometimes called Biſhops ; that 7imothy was the 
Settled Biſhop of Epheſus, and Titus of Crete, and 
that they ſtood in a fixed Relation to the Churches in 
theſe Places; that Ignatius's Biſhop was any more than 
the Paſtor of a /ingle Congregation, who had r 
Presbyters under him, and that for the two firſt Cen- 
turies there was any thing like that Dioceſan Epiſcopi- 
cy which we have now in the Church of England. 
'Thefe are ſome of the things which he would have 
credited as matters of fact, not to be 16 much as called 
in Queſtion, but had he been at a little paitis to eſta- 
bliſh the Belief of them; it would have been of vaſtly 
reater Service to his Cauſe than his childiſh jingle 
to return him one of his own Complements f) of 
Eldermex and Aldermen, Which, however it may pleaſe 
the fancies of forne, will be thought very little to the 
| purpoſe by ſuch as are impartial Judges, « 
| t while it is in my mind 1 muſt not omit to thank 
the Gentleman for one Conceſſion, which he has been 
ſo kind as to make me, viz. that we have no perfekt 
Form of Church Government mentioned in the New Je, 
tamient; for if uo Form is mentioned, then _ 4 =- 
urc 
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Church of England can no longer be ſaid to be founded 


on a jus Divinum, but muſt be owned to be a Model 


of men's Deviſing. Indeed your Friend is pleaſed to ſay 
that there was no occaſion to give an account of the Go- 
vernment of the Church in thoſe Epiſtles which make 
mention of Church Officers? * But if Dioceſan Epiſ- 
copacy be ſo neceſſary, that ſuch as are without it, 
have no vaild Miniſters, nor Sacraments, and the want 
of it renders their very Chriſtianity precarious (as ſome 
charitable Church-men would perſwade us it does,) I 
think we had reaſon to expect that this Form of Go- 
vernment ſhould have been mentioned, and very fully 
and particularly too, but this not being done, I conclude 
that Notion wants a Foundation, and that the Gentle- 
men of this ſtamp talk without Book. 

Con. Your ſecond Argument to prove the Validity 

of Presbyterian Ordination, (viz. that in the firſt Ages 
of Chriſtianity thoſe they call Biſhops were no other 
than the Paſtors of particular Congregations, ſuch as 
our Incumbents are, who have Curates and Lecturers to 
aſſiſt them) “ is borrowed from Mr. David Clarkſon's 
© Treatiſe of Primitive Epiſcopacy, and is excellently 
.© confuted by Dr. Maurice. 
Non. It's no matter from whom the Argument was 
borrowed as long as it is a good one. If it has been 
confuted to your Author's hands, his reply to it would 
have been but a very little trouble to himſelf, and yet 
a Satisfaction to his Readers. But the Truth of the 
Matter is, this Argument has never been ſolidly An- 
ſwered to this day; and until I fee a late excellent 
Book (entitled, A clear Account of the Ancient Epiſco- 
-pacy, Oc.) diſproved, I believe it never will be. 

Con.“ But the Diviſion of the World into Divceſes 
does not at all affect the caſe in debate. If there 
s were three ſeveral Orders in the Church, viz. Biſhops, 
c Presbyters, and Deacons; then it matters not much, 
- © how {mall or how large the Dioceſes were.“ * 


Non. 
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Non. Could your Friend prove that there was theſe 
three diſtinct Orders in the Church, he would have 
gain'd a Point which his Brethren have been (tho' to 
very little purpoſe) long contending for. But yet J 
can't be of his mind, that it matters not much how 
ſmall or how large the Dicceſes were; and unleſs he can 
make me ſenſible, that a Biſhop can as well take the 
Paſtoral care of a Diccefs which has, it may be, ſeveral 
Hundred Thouſand Souls in it, as he can of one fin- 
le Congregation, we ſhall never agree in our Opinions. 
Beſides, if the Primitive Biſhops had the Charge but of 
one Congregation, (which is evident enough from 
Ignatius himſelff) then Dioceſan Epiſcopacy (ſuch I 
mean as your Author is an Advocate for) is not only 
inconſiſtent with, but deſtructive of that which was of 
Divine Appointment; and therefore whatever he thinks, 
the extent of the Biſhops charge is a great thing in 
Controverſy. 

Con. Come, we mult not inſiſt ſo long on one Head, 

becauſe we have a great many things to talk over be- 

3 fore we part. I have admired, fince I ſaw you laſt, 

4 why you ſhould lay ſo greata ſtreſs upon Timothy's being 

| Ordain'd by the laying on of the hands of the Pres- 
bytery, when © it is more than probable, that he was 
© ordain'd to the Office of a Biſhop by the hands of 
. 

Non. I don't think I lay a greater ſtreſs on that Ar- 
gument than it will really bear. The fancy that Timo- 
thy was ordain'd by the laying on of the hands of 

St. Paul, ſeems perfectly groundleſs, io far is it I think 
from being more than probable. 'The learned Dr. 
Whitby, tells you that the z#&&7# or Gift mentioned 
in the place your Author refers to, (vis. 2 Tim. 1. 6. 
was the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt conferred only in thole 
times by the hands of an Apoſtle, and now wholly cea- 
ſed.* But to enquire into this matter a little more par- 
ticularly. Your Friend 7 its more than prebable (i. e. 
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it ia certain) that Timoaby was ordain'd to the Office of 
a Biſhop by the laying on of the hands of St. Paul, 
by which he means either that St. Paul oxdain'd him 
aious; or in Conjunction with other Apeſt/es, or elle 
that Preibiters join'd with him in that Sclemnity. If 
he means that St. Paz! ordained Timthy aloue, it will 
be expected that he produce ſome places of Scripture 
where a ſugle Apoſtle is called a Presbitery. If he ſays 
that ether Apoſiles coucurr'd with him in this Action, 
he mult pg that there were ſeveral, of theſe extra- 
erdipary Officers preſent cn that occaſion, and con- 


— 


cern'd in Tixothy's Inveſtiture; which I fancy is a 


Task he will not be very fond of undertaking, becauſe 


L believe he has no hopes of ſucceding in it if he did. 
Should it be faid that Prell ters join'd with St. Paul in 
the Ordination we are Geakine of, I can't ſee but that 
this is a ſufficient Evidence that they had a power of 
Ordination lodg'd in them; becauſe (as the learned 
Stilizngficet oblerves) If the Preihytery had nothing 
to do in the Ordination, to what purpoſe were their 
© bands laid upon him? Was it only to be witneſſes of 
the Fact or to ſignifie their conſent, both theſe might 


* have heen done without their uſe of that Ceremony, 


** which will ſcarce be inſtanc'd in to be done by any 
* but fuch as had power to confer what was ſignified 
* by that Ceremony.“ f Your Author I know inſinuates 
Timuhy's having a Iuriſdiction over other Presbyters, 
and (if I underſland him right) ſeems to conclude 
from thence that he could not be Ordain'd by them; 


but how does this appear to be a good conſequence ? 


In the Church of Exgland, Bijhops conſecrate an 
. and why might not Preilyters ordain an 
Evaugelift ? 

Con. Lacknowledge your defence of this Argument, 
ſeems a little plauſible, but I fancy your next, (viz. 
that the Ends of Ordination are as efteccually anſwered 
where Senior Presbyters, Ordain as where Dioceſan Bi- 
ſhops are the Perſons who officiate) has no weight 5 
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all in it. © The Euds of Ordination mentioned by 
« your Author, may be as effectually anſwered with- 
« out any Ordination at all, provided that a number 
« of perſons agree to make Choice of a Man to be 
« their Paſtor, Cc.“ 

Nu. If you remember when I mentioned this Ar- 
gument, from the learned Dr. Calamy, I told you that 
when taken with others, Tthought ita very good one, and 
1 muſt own I think ſo ſtill. That the Ends of Ordina- 
tion may as well be anfwered withour any Ordination 
at all, I fancy your Friend ſhould have been very cau- 
tious of aſlerting; becauſe it can't be ſuppoſed that the 
Apiſtles would have appointed any Cuſtom in the 
Church without propoſing ſome valuable End in it, 
and to ſay the contrary is not only to reflect on thoſe 
excellent Perſons who laid the Foundations of the 
Church, but on the Holy Ghoſt too, by whom they 
were inſpired, and under whole Conduct and Direction 
they acted in this as well as in the other caſes, I allow 
what he ſays that the Members of a Society © can re- 
« commend the Teacher they have made Choice of, 
to the Divine Aſſiſtance, and heartily beg of God 
“eto enable him to diſcharge his Duty.“ f And in 
cales of neceſſity I make no ſcruple to own that a Per- 
{cn approv'd and choſen may act as a Miniſter, and ex- 
pect that God will own him as ſuch ; but, generally 
{peaking, the People can't be thought competent Judges 
of Men's Qualifications for ſuch a ſtation in the 
Church; they may indeed know what ſort of Preach- 
ing, Cc. is moſt to their own Edification, yet their 
Approbation of a Perſon, without a regular Inveſtiture 
into his Office, can't be ſuppoſed to procure him ſuch 
a meaſure of Reſpect as is neceſſary to his being uſeful 
in any other part of the Church, where the Providence 
of God may afterwards call him; and if the matter 
ſhould be put on that foot, the Office of the Miniſtry 
might eaſily be uſurp'd by any one, that had a. compe- 
tent number of Friends, and Confidence enough to 
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think himſelf qualified to ſupport ſuch a Character, a 
wide door would be opened to illiterate Intruders, the 
ſacred Function foon grow contemptible, and there 
would be no. ſuch thing as Order kept up in the 
Churches. But theſe Evils are as well remedied where 
Presbyters as where Dioceſan Biſhops are the Ordainers : 
I think therefore this Argument has more in it than 
our Friend would make the world believe it has; and 
2 has my next; taken from the remarkable Succeſs 
which has by the Bleſſing of God, attended the Diſſen- 
ters Miniltry. 
Con. © If this Argument proves any thing at all, 
« it is more than you are willing it ſhould, and enough 
© to deſtroy what you hear make uſe of it for to Eſta- 
* bliſh. I am well aſſured that the Quakers who have 
c no Order at all, will tell you that God has remark- 
« ably bleſſed their Preaching both at home and a- 
© broad to be the means of Converting a multitude of 
souls; and I know not why I ſhould believe you, 
« and give no Credit to them. I deſire you to con- 
* fider how many Congregations are ſupply'd by Can- 
« didates very often for a conſiderable time; now if 
< the Preaching and Praying of ſuch Perſons be Edify- 
« ing before they are ordain'd to any Office in the 
c Church, according to your way of Reaſoning, this 
<« is an Argument to prove that they are true Miniſters 
«x Thrit,”'* 

Non. After all that you have ſaid, I can be in no 
great pain about the Validity of this Argument, becauſe 
St. Paul himſelf made uſe of it; which I am fatisfy*d he 
would never have done had it been an inconcluſive one. 
Te are our Epiſtle (ſays he to the Corinthians) written in 
our Hearts, kn:zcn and read of all men; for as much as ye 
are manifeſtly declared to be the Epiſtle of Chriſt miniſtred 
by us, written not with Ink, but with the Spirit of the living 
God, &c. 2 Cor. ö 2, 3.7. e. (as a great Commentator of 

r 


your own paraphraſes the Words.) © The Works of 


* Converſion which we have wrought among you, of 


© which 
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*- which our own Conſcience gives us Teſtimony, will 
© ſerve us abundantly inſtead of Letters Commendatory 
* from you to all others, who cannot but have heard 
* the Fame of it. And you (that is your Faith) are 
© molt conſpicuouſly an Epiſtle of Chriſt, and by this 
« Epiſtle, this Teſtimony, Chriſt, that great Biſhop of 
c our Souls, doth recommend us to all Men. |” Much like 
this is that which we have, 1 Cor. 9. 2. The Seal of mine 
use , are ye in the Lord, q. d.“ Your Converſion 
* to the Faith is as great a Confirmation of my Apoſtle- 
&« ſhip as a Seal is to an Indenture or Inſtrument, or 
« particularly to the Letters Dimiſſory, by which Meſ- 
&« {engers were wont to be ſent to the Churches l. 
Now, either this is the Senſe of theſe Texts or it is 
not? If you think it is not, I deſire that you or your 
Friend would give another, and then we will talk fur- 
ther of this Matter. If it be, then the Argument is 
St. Paul's, and let your Author enter the Liſts with that 
inſpired Writer as ſoon as he pleaſes ; but I would have 
him conſider, what is like to be the Iſſue of ſo unequal 
a Combat. And now I can't ſee what occaſion there is 
for my ſaying any more on this Head ; however before 
I diſmiſs it, give me leave to tell you, that I never 
thought it ſufficient for ſuch as ſet up'for Teachers, to - 
tell the World that they have been inſtrumental for the 
Converſion of a great many Souls ; for unleſs it appears 
by good Evidences that God has really owned them and 
their Labours, for the promoting of real and vital Re- 
ligion, and gaining Men to the Love and Practice of 
Holineſs, they have no Right to urge this Argument 
of Succeſs in Vindication of their Miniſtry. As to our 
Candidates: If God has inclin'd their Hearts to devote 
themſelves to the ſervice of the Church, qualified 
them for, and Bleſs'd them in their work, it is, with 
me, beyond Queſtion, that ſuch are iz foro Dei true 
Miniſters of Chriſt, tho” in foro Eccleſiæ they are not 
regularly ſo, until ſolemnly inveſted into their Office 
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by-Ordination. And.now if you pleaſe we will raced 


to my next Argument, vix. 


That upon your Principle, no Clergy-man in Eng- 


land can pretend to prove the Validity of his own Or- 
ders, becauſe, © to do this, he muſt be aſſured, that 
* the Perſon. who ordain'd him was ordain'd by a Bi- 
*© ſhop, and the ſame of that Biſhop, and thus mult 
* he run the matter back as far as the Apoſiles days, 
£ and if he can't make out an ninterrupted Succeſſion, 
ce he is neither able to ſatisfy himſelf, nor Hearers of 
his being an authorized Miniſter of Chriſt *. 

Con.“ Your Argument is ſo very weak, that I am 
« apt to think, you don't believe it affects the Contro- 
c verſy. If an aninterrupted Succeſſion and a perfect 
Knowledge of that Succeſſion are things ſo neceſſary, 
« I dare aſirm, that none of the Teachers (allowing 
their Ordinations valid) can prove, that they have 
< 2 true Miſſion. For he, that attempts to prove this, 
* muſt prove that the Perſon who ordain'd him was 
« ardain'd by . Presbyters, and ſo of thole Prebyters 
8 2 back to the Apeſtle: days, for if tis neceſſary 
for the one, it is equally neceſlary for the other f. 
Nun. Though you have been at the pains to repeat 
what your Author has ottered on the afore- mentioned 
Head, I can't fo much under value your judgment, 28 to 
think that you really believe, what he has ſaid to be an 
Anſwer to my Argument. If you mind it, that which 
I diſputed againſt was, the Nor of Epiſcopal Ordi- 
nation, which is, you know, on all occaſions ſtrenuouſ- 
ty contended for by the molt ef your Writers, who 
have engaged in this Controverſy. Now I ſay, ac- 
cording: to this Hypotheſis, If the Succeſſion of Bilhops 
has, been ever Auerrupted (and the Right Reverend 
Biſhop of Baugor tells us, that this is pwr e than — 
uhu all Hiſtorical Evidence |\, the contrary. being a 
Point of which the aſt learned muſt have the leaſt Mu- 
rate, aud the unleamnad can have a0 Notion 6:14 through 
krzorance and Credulity ) then the next Biſhop _ 
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ſuch an Jaterruttion, could have no other than a Preſ- 
byterian or Lay-O-aination, which, according to you, 
could not be a valid one, and conſequently, all the 
Orders given by fuch a Perlon mult be null of courle. 
Your Author indeed ſays, that the caſe of or Miniſters 
is the ſame with yozrs; but who does not ſee a very ap- 
parent Ditterence ? Indeed if the Diſſenters went upon 
the ſame bottom you do, they would have the fame 
difficulty to ſtruggle with that you have; but ſeeing 
they never urge an uninterrupted Succeſſien of Presbyters, 
to prove the validity of their Ordination ; you can't 
charge them with any of thoſe Abſurdities, which 
ſuch a Notion draws after it; for they diſown the Pre- 
miſes, and therefore are not reſponſible for the Con- 
cluſiun. 

Con. There may be, as far as I know, ſomething in 
what you otter, but if one of ou Miniſters and one of 
yours, were to prove their Miſſion from a Succeſſion of 
Perſons regularly ordain'd, “ in ſuch a Search a Cler- 
* gy-man would have valtly the Advantage — If one 
* of your Teachers was to attempt to prove the Suc- 
« ceſſion of P:esbjters, and the Validity of his Orders 
« that way, he would be quite loſt as ſoon as he got 
to the late Civil Wars, and very likely, inſtead of 
«© meeting with a Preibyrer, would meet with a Cap- 
« tain of Horſe, or ſome Military Man giving a Com- 
© miſſion to uſe the Sword of the Spirit. In ſhort, my 
« Friend thinks, there's nothing in this Argument 
that deſerves any other Anſwer *. | 

Non. I told you juſt now, that the Diſſenters never 
ſtake the Validity of their Ordination on an «xinter- 
rupted Succeſſion ; and yet if they did, I can't ſee that 
your Clergy would have ſo much the advantage of 
them as you fancy. For ſuppoſe there was any Truth 
in what your Author ſays, that one of our Minilters 
attempting to make out a Succeſſion of Presbyters, 
ſhould be loſt as ſoon as he got to the late Civil Mar, 
and meet with a Captain of Horſe, inſtead of a Presby- 


ter. It is but for thoſe who * to prove a 2 
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ſion of, what they call, a ſuperiour ſort of Officers to 
trace the matter a little farther back, (for I don't think 
a few Years ſhould make any great difference between 
Neighbours) and they would meet perhaps, with an 
Heretical, Blaſphemous and abominably wicked Pope, an 
Enemy to God and all Religion. If there is nothing 
in my Argument, that deſerves any other Anlwer, I 
think there's nothing in the Anſwer, that deſerves any 
other Reply: So that on this Article, I fancy we are 
even. 

Cen. And do you think you ſhall be ſo on the next 
too, I mean, when you would make the World be- 
heve, that becauſe ſome of our Divines have received 
the Sacrament from the hands of Pre:byteriau Minilters, 
therefore others ought to do ſo likewiſe ? © If I ſhould 
“ undertake to prove, that your Teachers (and by 
conſequence their Hearers) are obliged to receive 
the Sacrament in the Church of England, and ule 
this Argument to make good this Aflertion, wiz. 
“ that Mr. Baxter, Dr. Bates, &c. have received the 
«© Sacrament in the Church; you will be apt to Re- 
cs ply, they might do as they thought fit, but I am not 
to have my judgment guided by their Practice.“ 

Non. Whether it be owing to your Friends weak- 
meſs, or quality far more culpable, that he has miſ- 
under{tood and miſrepreſented my Argument is left to 
his own Conſideration ; but that he has done fo, yeu 
your ſelf muſt be ſenſible of When I told you, that 
ſome of your own Bifhops,-and Clergy had join'd in 
Communion with Predterian- Congregations, while 
they lived abroad in other Countries, I did not from 
thence conclude, (as is groundleſly inſinuated) that 
therefore others are obliged to do fo; but that ſuch of 
your Divines did thereby virtually own the Ordinaci- 
ons I am pleading for, and apprehend that the Mini- 
ſters with whom they thus held Communion, had a 
call and warrant from God to officiate as Paſtors in the 
Church, and that a Divine Bleffing would attend 
them and their Miniſtrations; this I thought to be a 


fair 
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fair Conſequence, and the rather, becauſe it is ſup- 
ported by another I hing, which 1 likewiſe onered to 
you the laſt time, tho' my Examiner has haidiy taken 
notice of it, viz. The Admiſſion of Diſſenters to the 


Lord's Supper, without being Re-baptized, which I be- 


lieve there is ſcarce a Clergy-man in Ergland, who 
makes a {cruple of. For either theſe Gentlemen think 
the Diſſeaters Baptiſm to be valid, or they do not? If 
they do not, they act a very prepeſterous Fart in al- 
lowing them to partake of the ccnufirming Ordinance of 
the Chriſtian Religion, before they have been 7ritiated 
into that Religion. If they do think their Baptiſm 
valid, they muſt allow them to be valid Minilters, 
or elſe ſay, that the Laity have an Authority to Bap- 
tize, (ay and to adminilter the other Sacrament too 
for I could never yet fee, why a Perſon ſhould not do 
both as well as one) which is fairly giving up their own 
Order. And according to this Latitudinarian Prin- 
ciple (to uſe your Author's own Expreſſion) that infa- 
nous Book the Rights may come to be the trueſt and beſt 
account of Church Government. * Thus 1 think there 
are very plain Inconſiſtencies in the Principles and Pra- 


tices of thoſe who diſown Presbyrerian Ordination; 


but I ind they themſelves muſt endeavour to reconcile 
them as well as they can, your Friend having declared, 
that he has zo deſign to vindicate them. 1 confels, 
when I read this at firſt, I thought it did not look ex- 
tremely kind ; however it's hoped his Brethren, will 
not be angry with ſuch an Advocate, for I have the 
Charity to believe that the Gentleman's not appearing 
in their Defence on this Head, as well as others, ariſes 
rather from a want of Ability than Iuclinatica, and it 
will be genercus in ſuch caſes to accept the Vi for the 
Deed. But we mult go on. 

If you recollect your ſelf you may mind T told you, 
** I dared not be ſo uncharitable as to Unchurch al the 
foreign Proteſtants, which I apprehend is the conſe- 
*© quence of denying the Validity of Pre her an Or- 
*.dination, for it's plain, their Miniſte.s never had 
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any other. This conſideration I aſſure you goes a great 
way with me in the Controverſy before us. 

Con. You dare not Unchurch all the fereign Proteſ- 
tants! © And dare you at the ſame time run counter 
to the whole Chriſtian NWorld which is generally Epiſ- 
“ copal. I deſire yon to produce an Inſtance of any 
one Chriſtian Church that was not governed by Bi- 
* ſhops diſtinct, from and Superiour to Presbyters till 
* within two hundred Years laſt paſt, till the Vaudois 
in Piedmont, the Hugonets in France, the Calviniſts 
in Geneva, and the Pre:byterians thence tranllated 

| 1 England.“ 

Non. The whole Chriſtian world generally Epiſcopal! 
Pray Sir, can you tell what your Friend means by gene- 
rally here? if he means zniverſally (as I believe he 
does from his laying ſoon after, that the Catholick 
Church al cver the World, is all Epiſcopal) he is 
guilty of a Tautology, and has preſs'd a very unneceſſary 
Word into his ſervice. But this js but a ſmall fault 
when compared with his Uncharitableneſs in declaring 
all thoſe to be without the pale of the Chriſtian 
Church, who have not receiyed the Prelatica! Form of 
Church Government, and at the ſame time (a misfor- 
tune which commonly attends ſome Writers) contra- 
dicting himſelf by allowing the Vaudois in Piedmont, 
Oc. to be Chriſtian Churches. If by gezeraſly he 
means only for the 7e part, I leave it to his ſecond 
thoughts, whether to ſay that the whole Chriſtian 
World is partly Epiſcopal, be a way of ſpeaking proper 
enough for one who has taken upon him the Character 
of a Cenſor. But the Gentleman muſt be excuſed, for 
his thoughts were ſo much engaged in the Examination 
of my Argument, that he had not time to conſider 
his own; and if he happens now and then to talk 
inconſiſtently, there's no doubt but his Friends will make 

im all the reaſonable Allowances he has occaſion for. 

Con. Well, but can you produce an Inſtance of any 
one Chriſtian Church, that was not governed by Bi: 
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ſhops diſtinct, from and ſuperiour to Presbyters till 
within two hundred Years lait paſt ? 

Mu. Your own learned Dr. Stillingfleet tells you, 
« if we may believe the great Antiquaries of the 
Church of Scoz/and, that Church was Governed by 
« their Culdei as they, called their Presbyters, without 
« any Biſhop over them, for a long time. Johannes Ma- 
« jor {peaks of their Inſtruction in the Faith. Per Sa- 
« 'cerdotes & Monachos fine Epiſcopis Scoti in fide eruditi. 
« Bur (ſays our Auth or) leſt that ſhould be interpre- 
ce ted only of their Converſion. Johannes Fordonus 
cc js clear and full as to their Government from the time 
of their Converſion about A. D. 263. to the com- 
ce ing of Palladius, A. D. 430. that they were only 
« governed by Presbyters and Monks. Ante Palladii 
© adventum habebant Scoti fidei Doctores ac Sacramen- 
« torum Adminiſtratores Presbyteros ſolummodo vel Mona- 
« chos ritum ſequentes Eccleſiæ Primitive. The 
ſame great man mentions likewiſe the Gothick Church- 
es, which he ſays, if we believe Philoſtorgius were 
planted and governed by Presbyters for above Seventy 
Years. But J ſee no neceſſity that there is of my men- 
tioning any more particular Inſtances, when it is moſt 
eyident that for the two firſt Centuries there was no 
ſuch thing as Dioceſan Epiſcopacy in any of the 
Churches. 

And now methinks I can't without ſome Reſentment 
take notice of your Friend's ſaying, that the Vaudeis 
in Piedmont, the Hugonots in France, &c. © when com- 
<« pared with the Churches under the Popes Supremacy 
« and Epiſcopal, are only like a wart on the face of the 
& weſtern Church *f Does he not know with what an 
unſhaken Conltancy, thoſe he ſpeaks ſo contemptibly 
of, have adhered to the Reformation ? Has he never 
read what Perſecutions they have gone through, to 
what Hardſhips and Miſeries they have been expoſed 
for the ſake of their Religion, and how many Thou- 
ſands of them have atteſted the Truth of it wth hate 
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Blood? And muſt theſe glorious Conſeſſors be men- 
tioned with ſo much contempt and compared to an 
Excreſcence a blemiſb on the Face of the Church! Sure 
had I been in your Friend's caſe, whatever my thoughts 
were, I ſhould have been ſilent on this Head, and 1 
fancy, tho' in the opinion of ſome he may pals for 
never the worſe Church-man, there are others who 
won't think him the better Proteſtant, for making 
uſe of ſuch an Expreſſion, and admiring the Ingenuity 
of it. 

Con. But, © to examine your Argument a little clo- 
ce ſer, I hope you don't pretend that your cafe is parallel 
* to that of thoſe foreign Proteſlants which you are 
ſo much concern'd for ; ſeveral of them have de- 
clared that they approve of and admire our Con{li- 
* tution, and wiſh that they had the ſame kind of 
„ Church Government. They ccndemn your Sepa— 
ration, as you may ſee in their Letters printed in 
© the latter End of Biſhop Stillingfleet's Unieaſunableneſs 
_ * Separation.” * _ 

on. What you now offer has been Anſwered ſo ma- 
ny Times already, that I can't but wonder your Au- 
thor would give me the trouble of Replying to it. 
You have been told by ſeveral of our Writers (and 
none of yours, have been able to diſprove it) that the 
foreign Proteſtants in their Confeſſions of Faith, aſſert 
the Identity of Biſhops and Presbyters; that they have 
never ſo much as once atttempted to introduce Dicceſan 
Epiſcopacy, (which one would think they thould have 
done long before now, had they admired your Confti- 
tution, and wiſh'd for the ſame ſort of Church Go- 
vernment) that you can't produce the Declaration of 
any Proteſtant Synod or Unive; fity which ſays that Pycs- 
byterian Ordination is Null and Invalid, f that our 
Principles have been ſadly miſrepreſented to the foreign 
Divines to induce them to give Judgment againſt us, 
and to declare in favour of Epiſcopacy and Ceremonies. 
And as for the Letters which have been ſo often talk'd 
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of, tho' there are ſeveral reſpectful Things ſaid in them 
of the Church and Biſhops, I can't find that they con- 
demn Ordination by Presbyters ; ſo far from that, (as 
a learned Man obſerves) there is juſt ground to think, 
that if the foreign Proteſtants “ were made Umpires 
between the two Parties, Prelutical and Presbyterian, 
«© and heard the true State of our Debate, and true 
ce matters of Fact, they would be of the ſame mind 
« with us. * 

Con. I perceive you are very fond of believing, that 
the foreign Proteſtants are favourers of your Miniſtry ; 
and, I mutt conſeſs, I can't but think that they are ſo, 
becauſe it is the ſame with their own. But I wonder, 
you ſhould fancy that one of the Articles of the Church 
(viz. the 23d) countenances your Ordinations. In 
my opinion, my Friend has faid enough to convince 
you of this miſtake; and I hope you will no longer 
pleaſe your ſelves with an Imagination, which is ſo 
perfectly groundleſs. | 

Non. What I faid with regard to the Article you 
ſpeak of, you know was ſupported by the Sentiment 
of the late excellent Bithop of Sarum, whoſe Judgment 
in ſome other caſes, your Friend ſeems to have a great 
value for, and who undoubtedly underſtood the Arti- 
cles of the Church of Eng/and better than either of us. 
Your Author I know tells his Readers, That there 
« were three diſtinct Orders of the Church, Biſhops, 
© Prielts and Deacons, that Biſhops had all along the 
© Power of Ordaining, and that it is the ſafeſt way to 
judge, in what Senſe that Article is to be under- 
* {tood, by conſidering what was the Opinion and 
« Practice of the Primitive Church, Cc. and that it 
* is certainly to be taken in a Senſe agreeable to the 
Practice of Antiquity. But this is a pitiful beg- 
ging of the Queſtion, that I am perſuaded it will be 
no Diſappointment to any Perſon beſides himſelf, if I 
take no farther notice of it. 

And now I reckon, we have- almoſt done with the 
Head of Ordination. There is, however one thing 
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more, which I remember I mentioned to you at our 
laſt Conference, and which I told you was a trouble 
to me; and that is your allowing the Validity of Or- 
ders given by Popiſh Biſhops, whereas Proteſtant Diſ- 
enters are not admitted to officiate in the Church, un- 
leſs they will ſubmit to a Re-Ordination. 

Con. Tho' [dolatry, and the Uſurpation of the 
64 Pope, are Reaſons ſufficient to ſeparate from the Ro- 
mib Church, yet they do not fo far, unchurch u 
“ Church of Chriſt ; but that a Perſon, upon true Re- 
«© pentance, may be received as a true Miniſter, with- 
out being re-ordain'd. ---- The Romiſh © Biſhops 
© have not forfeited their Authority, tho? they have 
<& groſly abuſed it. 8 
Non. J perceive your Friend can be very charitable, 
when his Inclination leads him to it. I don't know 
whence it ariſes; but the poor Diſſenters, and the Pro- 
teſtant Churches abroad are, in his Opinion, no parts of 
the Catholick Church, (tho* as I obſerved before, in 
Contradiction to himſelf he once owns them to be ſo) 
and that becauſe they are not Epiſcopal. But the R9- 
miſh Church is readily allowed to be a Church of Chriſt ; 
ſo that the Gentlemen of that Communion are more in 
his good graces, than we are. Well, let .him by all 
means enjoy his own Opinion; but for my part, if I 
really thought the D/ſſenters Ordination an Irregulari- 
ty, I could with much greater Satisfaction wait on 
their Miniſtry, than I could on a Perſon's, who was 
once a Maſs Prieſt © ordain'd (as Mr. Baxter ſays) to 
« make his Maker, and to give Chriſt's real Fleh with 
& his Hands to the People, and to preach the unſeund 
“ Dettrines of their Church, which ſeem to be eſſential 
& Parts of his Function. This notorious Corruption, 
as alſo the Character of Popiſh Ordainers, and the 
Head from which they own their Authority to be de- 
rived, would raiſe in my mind infinitely greater Scru- 
ples, than a Defe& (ſuppoling that to be the caſe) in 
the ny of a Minilter's Inveſtiture, and I am very 
confident, there are thouſands of your own Church, 


who are of my mind. Thus 
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Thus I think I have defended my Arguments for 
Presbyterian Ordination, againit every thing that your 
Friend has oftered to invalidate them. As for his ge- 
neral Remark with which he concludes this part of 
the Debate, it is expreſs'd with all imaginable Aſlu- 
rance, but there is nothing that looks like Proof to 
ſupport and eſtabliſh it. It is an eaſy matter to tell 
the World, © That the Fathers, where-ever they 
« ſpeak of the Government of the Church, ſpeak of 
c three dillinct Orders, viz. Biſhops, Presbyters and 
« Deacons ; the higheſt of which Orders had always 
© the Power of Ordination; and that this Epiſcopal 
« Government, they conſtantly affirm was derived 
« from the Apoſtles, &c. * Theſe are Things which 
ſound big; and where there is a good degree of Cre- 
dulity, your Author's Word may be rely'd on; but with 
the beſt ſort of Readers, who can diſtinguiſh between 
Aſſertion and Argument, ſuch a way of talking will 
go for jult nothing. 

Con. Will you hear me a word or two more. beſore 
we proceed? You ſeem to be very loath to own our 
Form of Church-Government, © and yet within leſs 
* than one Century after the Days of the Apoſtles, 
« e do plainly ſee that this was the Conſtitution 
© even of thoſe Churches, that had been gathered 
and ſettled by the Apoſtles themſelves. If this does 
© not prove Epiſcopacy to be of Apoſtolical Inſtitution, 
«© I know not what will ſatisfy you. | 

Non. You have heard me ſeveral times deny (and I 
do it again) that there was any thing like your form of 
Church Government within leſs than one Century, 
after the Days of the Apoſtles; tho? if it had been 8 
I can't ſee how this would prove it to be of Apoſtoli- 
cal Inſtitution; unleſs you think, that in their Life- 
time they gave Directions, that about a Hundred Years 
after they were dead, the Churches they had gathered 
ſnould receive this form of Government, or that they 
came out of their Graves, aſter they had ſlept there 
for ſome {cores of Years, and ſettled the Conſlitution 
we are talking of. G Con. 
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Con. I am afraid you are obſtinate, and that J diſ- 
courſe with you to very little purpoſe; but if you will 
give me leave, I'll now mention the Account, which 
« a Gentleman of Note, a Teacher of yours, gives of 
e this matter.“ | 

Non. If you mean Mr. Peirce's Account of the Go- 
vernment of the Church by Presbyters, and how the 
Senior Presbyter in a Congregation, in ſome time, ap- 
propriated to himſelf the name of Biſhop, and left that 
of Presbyter to his Brethren, &c. Tho' I am ſatisfied, 
what that learned Author has advanced on that Head 
is matter of Fact, yet this at preſent is none of my con- 
cern, becauſe I propoſe. no more than a Vindication 
of my own Arguments, If your Friend has any thing 
to ſay to the Gentleman we are ſpeaking of, JI believe 
he will find, that he has advanc'd nothing, but what 
he can give very good Reaſons for, and I am very con- 
fident, thoſe of your Writers who have had a trial of 

| his Abilities are very ſenſible, that he has no occaſion 
for a ſecond in this Controverſy. | 

Con. But if you pleaſe, hear me a word or two, as 
to that Matter; I have thought of what Mr. Peirce 
has ſaid on that Subject, but I could never perſuade 
my ſelf, that the worthy Presbyters of the Primitive 
Church, ſhould appropriate to themſelves the Title of 
Biſhops, if they had not thought that according to the 
Apoſtolical Settlement, their Office was diſtin& from, 
and ſuperior to that of their Aſſiſtant Presbyters. © It 
ce is certainly very ſurprizing, that in an Age of ſuch 
« ſingular Simplicity, and when there were no Mo- 

s <« tives, but what Labour and Sufterings could ſuggeſt, 
| «© Men ſhould aflect the preheminence. } 

Non. I can't think that there is any thing ſo very 
ſurprizing, in what you have taken Notice of; you 
know very well, that the Nature of Men is miſerably 
corrupted, and that the moſt ſhining Chriſtians upon 
Earth have their blemiſhes. There was a Strife a- 
mongſt the Apoſtles themſelves, which of them ſhould 
be accounted the greateſt, Luke 22. 24. and after ſuch 
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an Inſtance as that is, how can it be a Wonder to you, 
that ſuch as came after them ſhould affect a ſuperiority ? 

Con. © But it is very unfortunate that our Advocates 
« for droge after they have given us ſuch a grave 
6 Account of ſo notable an Alteration, are not able 
© to tell us at what time this Uſurpation began.” f 

Non. Seeing your Author is now diſputing againſt 
Mr. Peirce, whoſe notion he had juſt before taken no- 
tice of, I can't Reply to what you laſt mention'd to 
better purpoſe than in that Gentleman's own Words, 
he having already Anſwered the Objection to my 
hands. For ſpeaking to Dr. Tell, (who had urg'd the 
ſame) ſays he, I © I muſt put you in mind of one of 
your unlucky Remarks, that this is juſt like the Pa- 
&« piſts way of diſputing. Thus ſays the Jeſuit 
« (whoſe Challenge Biſhop Uber anſwers) your Doctors 
and Maſters grant that the Church of Rome for 400 
« or 500 Years after Chriſt did hold the true Religion. 
« Firſt then I would fain know what Biſhop of Rome 
« did alter that Religion? In what Pope's Days was 
te the true Religion overthrown in Kome? I believe 
« jt would be hard for you to tell when the Papal 
« Uſupations began preciſely : And therefore I may 
« well uſe the Biſhops words in Anſwer to you Ihe 
« Original of Errors is often Times ſo obſcure, and 
© their Breed ſo baſe, that howſoever it might be ob- 
ce ſerved by thoſe who lived in the ſame Age, yet no 
cc wiſe Man will marvel, if in tract of Time the He- 
« ginnings of many of them fhould be forgotten, and 
« no Regiſter of the time of their Birth found 
* extant. 

Con. I wiſh you could ſtay long enough with nie to 
give me an Opportunity of Replying, but I am afraid 
you will be for going in a little while, and therefore I 
would come to thoſe Things which you have particu- 
larly excepted againſt in the Church of England; and 
yet before I do this, I can't forbear telling you, © that 
« every Man is obliged to do all that in him lies, to 
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«© promote the Peace and Unity of the Church of 
« Chriſt, and of that particular Church where he lives. 
© And nothing but the impoſing of Hin Terms, and 
© requiring us to bear a Part in them, will juſtify Sepa- 
——— 

Nen. That every Man is oblig'd to do his utmoſt to 
promote the Peace and Unity of the Church of Chriſt, 
1 readily agree to; but that nothing but the impoling 
inf Terms will juſtify Separation, is what I can't be 
ſatistied in, and unleſs you can prove it to be my Du- 
ty to {it under an ignorant, careleſs and an unqualified 
Kinifſter, when there is another within my Reach of a 
better Character, your Friend and I ſhall be of two 
minds; for I think, in that Caſe, I may withdraw from 
cne Society, and join with another, ſuppoſing that 
| there were no unlauful Terms of Communion requi- 
| Ted of me. Beſides, though the Terms of Communi- 
en in any particular Church are really lawful, yet if 
(after my molt ſerious Conſideration, and beſt Enqui- 
| ry) 1 ſhould not apprehend them to be ſo, there's no 
deubt but my Separation would he juſtifiable. The 
Right Reverend Biſhop of Bangor, ſpeaking on this 
Head, fays, „If there be Perſons who will be per- 
ſuaded by no Arguments that a Compliance with 
6 theſe Terms (viz. which are enjoyn'd by the Church 
« of England) is in it ſelf lawful, I confels it is my O- 
«©'pinicen, that while they are thus perſuaded, it is as 
“ much their Duty to ſeparate from us, as it is our 
© Duty to ſeparate from the Church of Reme. For 
„they, as well as we, are obliged not to do what 
£ they judge to be unlawful, and they, as much as we, 
© ought to aflemble themſelves for the Worſhip of 
© God and the Enjoyment of his Ordinances. “ 

Con. You are on all Occaſions, I find, talking of 

Conſcience and Perſuaſion, but I am of my Friend's 
| Mind, that z/efs you can prove, that thoſe Things 
which you ſcruple are forbidden by the Word of God, 
it can't be ſaid, that Conſcience is one Jot concerned in 
the Matter. Ei ö N a. 
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Non. Suppoſe after I have taken all the care I can, 
to get my ſelf rightly inform'd, I ſhould think an 
particular thing to be contrary to the Word of God, 
though I may be really miſtaken in my Apprehenſion 
concerning it, ought I not in Conſcience to avoid that 
thing? Without all doubt I ought, for (as an Author 
of your own has obſerved) © no Man can in any caſe 
« Act againit his Judgment but he is guilty of Sin in 
« ſo doing;”*® yea, if I happen to have but a ſettled 
Doubt upon my mind concerning any Action, as long 
as that Doubt continues, if I ſhould venture upon it 
notwithſtanding I can't ſee how ſuch a conduct 
would be Juſtitied. This ſeems to me plain enough 
from the words of the Apoſtle; Rom. 14. 23. He that 
doubteth is Damned, if he Eat, becauſe he Eateth not 
of Faith, becauſe whatſoever is not of Faith, is Sin. A 
Perſuaſion then of the Unlawſalneſs of any of your 
Terms of Communion or an Unconquerable Scruple 
concerning them, would be a ſufficient Reaſon for m 
Non-complyance and ſhould I conform on theſe 
Terms, to be ſure I ſhould Sin again{t my Conſcience, 
tho' I could not prove that the Word of God had for- 
bidden them, . 
Con. But © if thoſe who have ſuch doubts and 
« Scruples about indifterent things would only read 
« what has been ſaid by the Old Nonconformiſts con- 
cerning the neceſſity of Submiſſion to the Rulers of 
ce the Church, in ſuch caſes their Doubts and Scruples 
4 would be all removed.” | | 
Mon. J muſt confeſs Submiſſion to the Rylers of the 
Church is the Eaſieſt and ſureſt Way of reſolving 
Doubts, and if it did not put out our Eyes, and I could 
any way reconcile it to Thought, or Choice, or Sincerity, 
or any thing like it, I ſhould be well enough pleas'd 
with the Expedient, but when the Doctrine of the 
neceſſity of juch a Submiſſion, as ſome are now conten- 
ding for, has been proved to a Demonſtration, I to be a 
t | Violation 
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Violation of the Rights of human Nature, and contra- 
dictory to the fundamental Principles of the Reformati- 
on, your Friend will have a hard Matter to bring me to 
entertain a good Opinion of it, and I can't but be angry 
with him that he ſhould mention the o Nonconformiſts 
when he is talking on this Head, and endeavour to 
make the World believe that they were Favourers of 
fuch a Notion. | =_ 
Con. © Since the Modes and Circumſtances of divine 
« Worſhip, are not determined by the Laws of God, 
ce it is beyond difpute that there is a Power left in 
«© the Hands of the Governonrs of the Church to ap- 
c point ſuch Rules and ſuch Forms for the ſolemn Acts 
c of Worſhip, as they in their prudence think have a 
« tendency to promote Decency, Order and Edification.* 
Nu. If there be ſuch a Power left in the Hands of the 
Governours of the Church as your Friend ſpeaks of, 
what Pretence could the firſt Rofornivrs have for leaving 
the Communion of the Church of Rome? There's no 
doubt but that the Perſons who had the Eccleſiaſtical 
Power in their Hands at that time thought that thoſe 
Rules and Forms which they had appointed for the ſo- 
lemn Acts of Worſhip, had a tendency to promote De- 
cency, Order and Edification, and conſequently accor- 
ding to the Notion now advanced, the appointing of 
ſuch Rules and Forms was what they had a Warrant 
for, and therefore a Separation from their Church was 
unjuſtifiable. F 
Con. You carry the Matter much farther than my 
Friend deſign'd it. When he ſpeaks of the Power of 
Church Governours, you muſt not ſuppoſe him to ex- 
tend it any farther than this, that © unleſs their Deter- 
“ minations are contrary to the Mord of Ged they ought 
to be ſubmitted to by all private Chriſtians. | 
Non. But, good Sir, who muſt judge whether the 
Determinations of Church Governours are contrary to 
the Word of God or not? If Governours muſt be the 
Judges, to be ſure they will give an Opinion in their 
own 
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own Favour, and indeed on this Principle the Reforma- 
tion would be condemn'd and all the Promoters of it. 
But if the People are to judge in the Caſe before us, 
the Argument is againſt you, and what your Friend 
has been urging is nothing to the purpoſe. Be- 
ſides, ſuppoſing there was ſuch a Power lodg'd in the 
Governours of the Church, as you have been pleading 
for; at preſent (as I told you the laſt time) there is 
no Law which requires our Conformity to the Church 
of England, the Act of Toleration having granted us a 
Liberty of worſhipping God according to the dictates of 
our own Conſciences. | 
Con. hope you will not be offended, if I affirm 
«that the Act of Uniformity is not yet repeal'd, nor 
« any one Act that obliges you to conform to the 
© Church of England; and conſequently you are as 
« much obliged as ever to hold Communion with that 
e | 
Non. I can tell you that the excellent Biſhop of Ban- 
gor is of another Opinion; having told {A World 
that © the Act of Uniformity (which is to be conſider- 
« ed in its preſent condition together with the Act of 
« Toleration) does not oblige any to Conformity but 
« thoſe whoſe Conſciences approve of it,”F And 
unleſs your Author can ſhew me how we can be ſaid 
to be oblig'd by Authority, to hold Communion with. 
the Church of England, when that ſame Authority 
has declared, thar it ſhall be left entirely to our own 
Liberty, whether we will do ſo or not; I muſt believe 
_ e learned Prelate before mentioned is in the 
ight. | 
Ga, « But ſuppoſe there was no human Law that 
© required you to conform to the Church of England, 
* the Laws of our Holy Religion oblige you to do all 
© that lies in your Power to promote the Peace and Uni- 
« ty of the Church in general. 
Now I am as ſenſible of this as you, or your Friend 
can be ; but when you come to conclude from my Ob- 
| ligation. 


— 4 


* Lay-wan's Pleas, Cc. T. 30. t Anſyer to the Repreſentation, &c. 
267. F Ibid p. 34 | 


56 LAY NON CONTORMI TY 


ligation to promote Peace and Unity, that I am bound 
to continue in Communion with a Church, which 
impoſes Terms on it's Members, never ſo much as 
mentioned by Chriſt and his Apoſſles, and a compli- 
"ance with which would be againſt Hy Judgment and 
Conſcience, here I muſt leave you. What your Author 
ſays in the Paragraph, which your laſt Quotation was 
a part of, about proving your Terms of Communion 
to be ſinful; was anſwered but juſt now, and there's 
no need of ſaying the ſame Things over again. 
Con. When we were talking but now, of the Power 
of the Governours of the Church, to determine\ the 
Modes and Circumſtances of Divine Worſhip, I omit- 
ted to mention one Thing, which my Friend has taken 
notice of, and becauſe 1 think it very material, give 
me leave to offer it to you now. And it is this, viz. 
There have been ſeveral Things of Divine Inſtitution, 
as the poſture of /tanding at the Paſſover under the Old 
"Teſtament, and in the New, the Uſe of Deaconneſſes in 
the Church, the Love-feaſts before the Euchariſt, &c. 
which by the Authority of the Church were entirely 
lain aſide; and © certainly a greater degree of Autho- 
«© rity is neceſſary to take away a Practice, that has the 
« face of a 2 Commandment in Scripture enjoining 
«'it, than for adding ſuch Kites, as are recommend- 
« ed by new Emergencies. F t 
© Non. How does the Author know, or is he able to 
prove it, if I ſhould demand it of him, that the Paſſo- 
ver was by Divine W to be eaten Standing * 
But ſuppoſe it was, this Circumſtance was only . 
porary, and not deſign'd by God to be perpernally obli- 
gatory; ſo that it was not chang'd by any Authority of 
the Church, but the difterence of Circumſtances, -and 
the allowance of God warranted the Alteration,” As to 
Deaconeſſes, whence does it appear that there was ever 
any ſuch Order in the Churches? Indeed (as one ob- 
ferves) the Apoſtles © uſed in their Travels, and other 
© occaſions, the ſervices and aſſiſtances of Holy Wo- 
* men, who cheerfully adminiſtred to their Dn 
| | | an 
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* and are thence called a, and ſaid , But 
how childiſh is it to conclude an Order or Inſtituti- 
Hon from ſo ſlippery a thing as an Erymeligy ff With 
regard to his Inſtance of the Love-feaſts ; 1 have only 
to ſay, that he muſt firſt prove it to be an Apoſtolical 
Inſtitution, before it will ſerve his purpoſe, or give an 
weight to the Argument he ſeems to contide ſo muc 
in, But the truth of the matter is, he has hot menti- 
oned any one Cuſtom which was of God's appoint- 
ment, that the Church could pretend to lay aſide by 
any Authority veſted in her; and therefore his conclu- 
ding, that ſhe has a Power of adding any new one is 
recarious and groundleſs. And if you will ſufter your 
felt to be impoſed upon, by fuch falſe Reaſonings as 
theſe you may; for my part, I ſhall never be fond of 
parting with any of my Privileges, being reſolved, ac- 
cording to the Advice of St. Paul, to ſtand 0 in the 
Liberty, wherewith Chriſt has made me free, Gal. v. 1. 
Con. The Diſſenters I perceive are at every turn quo- 
ting that Text of Scripture; but I can't but wonder 
at it, when it is nothing at all to their purpoſe; © for 
© it is the Determination of the Judgment in the Opi- 
« ion of a thing, not in the ſe of it, that takes away 
« Chriſtian Liberty. | | 
Non. This — be a miſtaken Notion. For if Chri- 
ſtian Liberty, conſiſts in a meer Liberty of Judgment, 
as your Author inſinuates, this is what can never be 
wreſted from us; and I don't ſee, what occaſion there 
was for the Apoſtle to bid us ſtand faſt in it; beſides, 
how could Chriſt be ſaid to make us free that way, 
when this Liberty of judging was an original Right of 
humane Nature, and what rational Creatures have ever 
been capable of. To which 1 add, that the learned 
Writer, whoſe Words your Author has made uſe of on 
this Head of Liberty, ſpeaks of it with relation to the 
Practice and Uſe of Things; and after. your Friend had 
iven his Senſe of the Apoſtle's Exhortation, and by 
is Approbation of it made it his own; how he could 
contradict it ſo ſoon after, o what I can't but wonder 
at, 
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at, but what ſhall we ſay? The greateſt Men may be 
guilty of an overſight. 
Con. Well, but upon ſecond Thoughts, what is your 
Opinion of the Argument of better Editication ? 
Non. My Opinion till is, that it has a weight in it, 
and I apprehend it to be defenlible. | 
Con. "There is no better Editicaticn to be had any 
* where, than in the Church of England; by which 
I delire you to underſtand thus much, that no ſepa- 
« rate Aſſemblies can furniſh you with better Aſſiſtan- 
© ces, to make real Improvement in your ſpiritual 
« Condition. * | | 
Nen. If this be yeur Opinion, there's no doubt but 
it is your duty to continue in the Communion, of 
which you are now a Member, and I ſhould think you 
very much to blame, if you did not attend on that way 
of Worſhip, which you found molt to your Advantage 
and Edification ; but then (as I told you the laſt time) 
I hope you will allow me to judge for my ſelf, as well 
as you; and if I ind by Experience, that I make a 
greater Improvement in my ſpiritual Condition Hoe uſe 
your Author's own Phraſe) by joining with a Diſſen- 
ting Congregation, than ever I did while I continued 
in the Church of England, ſure it is but juſt, that I 
ſhould be left to my choice, as well as other People. 
This Argument I urg'd more fully at our laſt Conſe- 
rence, and your Friend has not ſo much as attempted a 
Reply to it, and until he thinks fit to do ſo, I may be 
exculed from ſaying any more about it. As to what he 
talks of our People's being taken with a Miniſter's Tone 
and Voice, f though I will not pretend to ſay, that there 
are none in our Congregations who are more led by 
theſe, than by the ſolid Evidence of Truth, N 1 
am ſenſible, there are a great many weak Perſons to be 
found in our Aſſemblies, as well as yours) yet I would 
have your Friend know, that, generally ſpeaking, we 
are as much againſt Tones, and nice and eve 
Notions as any of you, and perhaps they are as fre- 
quently 
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quently to be met with in the Church cf Englana's 
Lulpits, as in ours. 

Con. Bur © it is too notorious to be denied, that a 
great many of our Diſſenters in England, have leſt 
« the Church only on the account of ſome diſpute 
© they have had with the Miniſter of the Pariſh about 
* Rights and Dues, and then complain they did not 
&« edify by his Preaching * | 

Non. There's no doubt, but the covetous and greedy 
Temper of many of the Clergy, their extravagant and 
unrealonable Demands, and the trouble they have gi- 
ven People in their ſpiritual Courts, for not complying 
with them, has procured them (and it's no wonder) 
the diſreſpect of abundance of their Parihioners ; and 
had I been your Friend, I would for the ſake of that, 
have ſaid nothing on this Head. But as for the Di- 
ſenters (the Qualer's only excepted) they pay their 
Dues as readily as thoſe, who are the greateit Zealots 
for the Church do; and ſeveral of the Clergy have 
own'd it to their Honour, as I my ſelf can teſtify. 

Con. One thing however I am ſure is matter of Fact, 
and that is, there were a great many Perſons who 
would not conform to the Church of England,“ yet 
« when a late Aci was made to prevent the growth of 
&« Schiſm, rather than loſe any Temporal Advantages, 
« they made a ſhift to ſhake off all their Scruples of 
« Conſcience, all the pretences of better Edihcation, 
* and conform'd at once, rather than loſe any of the 
« Advantages that belong'd to their Stations. . 


Non. Poverty to be ſure is a very great Temptati- 


on; but if any who were (by Methods which are a 
Shame to the Chriſtian Name) render'd incapable cf 
providing for themſelves and Families; have (to 
5 themſelves and theirs from ſtarving) left a way 

of worſhip, which they believed in their Conſciences 
to be molt agreeable to the Will of God, and conſe- 
quently moſt eligible ; they are no more to be juſtified, 
than thoſe who contrived and procured the Hard irs 
12 which 
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which were ſo enſnaring to them, who have Reaſon 
to bluſh at what they ſeem to glory in. 
Con. 1f I remember aright, you your ſelf told me, 
that you could join in the worſhip of the Church occa- 
icaally ; and if this be lawful, © and to be done at any 
Time, it myſt be a Duty, which ſhould be done at 
e all Times.“ 20; 
Nin. I own I did tell you ſo; but muſt flatly deny 
the Conſequence; in which I am juſtified by the Apo- 
{tle, who tells us, 1 Cor. yi. 12. A Things are lawful, 
but all things are not expedient. © It was Lanuful (as a 
* judicious Writer obſeryes) for David to eat the 
% Shew-bread under his Circumſtances, but it would 
ebe an extravagant Inference, he ought therefore to 
do it always. A conſcientious Church-man may 
te believe it Iauful to hear an ignorant Preacher, or an 
* unpreaching Homi'iſt, or one of a ſcandalius Life; 
* but will ſcarce be perſuaded, that he ought to do it 
* always, if there be better within convenient reach of 
c him. ' To which J add, it is /awfiul for the Go- 
vernours of your Church, to lay aſide thoſe Inpoſitions, 
and unſcriptural Terms of Communion which are the 
occalion of our Separation, therefore, according to 
our Author's own Notion, it is their Duty to do it. 
But! cannot be ſo large on theſe Things as I might, 


| if I had more Time before me. And if you pleaſe, we 
will now conſider ſome of the particular Things, which 
| I mentioned amongſt the Reaſons of my Non-confor- 
mity. 0 
Gn I am as free to it, as you can be. But I hope 
you have altered your thoughts concerning the Preach- 
ing of the Church of England. © Your long Harangue 
| <« againſt the Country Clergy?” (ſuppoſing what you 
| ſaid was true) is no Juſtification of your Practice, © for 
6 unlefs, the Miniſter of your Pariſh, is juſtly charge- 
ce able with every Thing you have (aid; it can by 
“ no means affect your particular Caſe. || * 
Non. 
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Non. It is unfair in your Friend to repreſent me, as 
ſpeaking againſt the country Clergy in general, when 
he knew very well, that I ſpoke only of ſome of them, 
'There are many worthy and excellent Perſons in ſeveral 
Varts of this Kingdom, who lie buried in Obſcurity ; 
and I am well ſatisfied ſome Country Pariſhes are ſup- 
ply'd with Miniſters, who (did not their own Modeſty 
the Natrownels of their Circumſtances, and the Diſ- 
couragements they meet with in the World, prevent 
their appearing in public) would make a ſhining Figure 
in the Church, and ſhew themſelves deſerving of ſome 
of it's belt Preſerments. But what I obſerved about 
the Preaching which we have in many Places in the 
Country is to be ſure Matter of Fact, and I my elf 
know it to be ſo. And ſeeing your Author and I can- 
not agree about this, and he thinks my Remarks on 
this Head to be .groundleſs, there is no way of de- 
ciding this part of the Diſpute, but to appeal to the 
World, and let them judge between us. In the mean 
time, I fancy we may compound the Matter thus ; 
{ince he believes there is better Preaching in the Church 
of England, than there is amongſt the Diſſenters, and 
I am perſuaded of the contrary, let him follow his 
Judgment, and I will mine; and on that foot I can't 
lee what Pretence either of us can have to be an- 


Sry. | 
** But ſuppoſe the Miniſter of the Pariſh where 
ou lived, WAS guilty of all the Faults you have taken 
otice of, That would by no means wy your 
* Separation, unleſs you will affirm that the Efficacy 
5 5 his Miniſtration depends on his Perſonal Sau- 
© City. | 
Now. I have been better taught than to think that 
the Efficacy of Ordinance depends upon a Miniſter's 
Qualitications; God I know can Work by the moſt 
unlikely Inſtrument and ſome times does ſo; but when 
a Minilter is furniſhed with good Abilities, and is Con- 
ſcientious and faithful in his Duty, J have more reaſon 
| | to 
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to hope that his Labours will be uſeful to me than ano- 


ther's of a ditterent Character, and you will never 
perſuade me to think otherwiſe. The Succeſs of a 
Phyſician, you mult allow, depends on God's Bleſſing, 
and not on his Skill, Care, or Experience; and yet if 
there are two of that Profeſſion within your Reach, 


I dare believe you will make uſe of him who is, in 


your Opinion, the beſt of them, and think it a very 
odd thing, if any one ſhould Adviſe you to the con- 


trary. 


Con. Come we will diſmiſs that Head, and come to 
that of Prayer. And here, as I remember, the principal 
Thing you urg'd in Vindication of the Diſſenters 
Practice, was, that in their Way of Praying, a Minilter 
can {uit himſelf to the Circumſtances of the People he 
belongs to: But this © is only Fiction. The moſt in- 
e telligent Perſon amongſt your Miniſters does not 
* know the Circumſtances of one tenth Part of the 
* Congregation, that meet together for divine Worſhip 
& in Salters-hall ; ſo that he can only ſuit his Prayers to 
<« their Circumſtances conſider'd as a Scciety. f 

Non. Though in a large Congrezation, eſpecially 
where the Perſons, of whom it conſiſts, live at a con- 
{iderable Diſtance from the Miniſter, and one another, 
it is hardly Practicable for him to know the State of 
all ſuch as attend on his Miniſtry ; yet where a Perſon 
has a ſmaller Number under his Inſpection, there are 
but few Families but what he may be acquainted with 
if he pleaſes; and if this was more thought upon a- 
mongſt us, and you too, Religion would Flouriſh more 
every were than it does; but this only by the way. 
Suppoſe your Author's Obſervation be True, that a 
Miniſter can only ſuit his Prayers to the Circumſtances 
of a People conſidered as a Society; ſeeing the Cir- 
cumſtances of Societies are ſo very ditterent, ſome being 
very Nnorant, and ſome wretchedly Prophane, ſome 
compos'd (in a great meaſure I mean) of young Con- 
verts, Meat and Doubting Chriltians, and others of 
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Perſons who have attended to greater degrees of Grace, 
and made greater advances in the Divine, and Heaven- 
ly Life, Oc. How can Miniſters Suit their Prayers to 
ſuch various Circumſtances without taking the Liberty 
the Diſſenters do? Beſides, whatever your Author 
thinks, the neceſſities of Chriſtians are not always the 
ſame. The methods of Divine Providence towards 
Mankind are various, and in ſuch a mutable World as 
ours is, the viciſſitudes which we paſs thorough muſt 
be numberleſs; ſo that a Liberty to ſuit our Prayers to 
the leveral Emeigencies of Life is as uſeful as it is Rea- 
ſonable. | 

Con. As to Emergent Caſes; © if a Congregation re- 
©* ceive any eminent Bleſſing, ſuch as Deliverance from 
* any Danger, the Miniſter may in his Prayer in the 
„ Pulpit (obich our Church allows) return thanks 
* for ſuch mercy. If it is a National Blefling, that 
* calls for our Thankfulneſs, ſuch as the vanquiſhing 
* of a common Enemy, we have care taken to pro- 
* vide Forms for ſuch extraordinary Occaſions.” * 

Non. T am glad your Friend will allow that there 
are ſome Emergent Caſes which ſtated Forms are not 
capable of reaching. But what ſhall we do to Recon- 
cile him, and (his ſo much admired) Dr. Biſſe, about 
what he ſays concerning the Miniſter's Prayer in the 
Pulpit. Your Author declares expreſsly, that this is 
what the Church al/ows, the Dr. pronounces it wholly 
Superfluous, and tell us that, be it of what ſort or Size 
it 1s not only contrary to the Intention of the Church, but 
alſo to the Law of the Land.“ You ſee then Drs. dif- 
fer as to this Point, and we will leave them to make 
up the matter between themſelves, As to what is ſug- 
geſled about providing of Forms for extraordinary 
Occaſion, I ſhall obſerve, that ſometimes it has been 
done, and ſome times not ; but when ſuch Proviſion 
has been made, perhaps it has not been in ſeveral 
months after the Mercy has been granted; and why 
God ſhould wait ſo long for the Thankful Acknow- 
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ledgment of a People, I can ſee nothing that looks 
like a Reaſon, 5 | 

Con. There may be ſomething as far as I know in 
this, but your ſaying that wariety, in Prayer tends to 
keep up Attention, and. that the conſtant uſe of the 
ſame Word's damps your Devotion, is all fancy. f 

Non. To what Nn js it for you to diſpute againſt 
Experience? I only told you that for my own part [ 
could not feel that warmth of Affection in uſing al- 
ways the very ſame Expreſſions in Prayer, as in varying 
when occaſion offered. If you, and others, find the 
contrary you may pray to God in that way which ap- 
pears to you to be belt, and ſo will I. 

Con. But did not you tell me that you own'd Forms 
of Prayer to be lauful? And if you think they 
+ may by uſed without Sin; I am ſure you are much 
jn the wrong to urge the having of em as a Reaſon 
© to July Your Separation,” * 

Non. There is a great deal of Difference between 
having a Form of Prayer, and being Obliged to uſe that 
Form, and uo other, which laſt was what I mention'd 
amongſt the Reaſons of my Nonconformity, and I 
don't think I was at all in the wrong in this. There's 
no doubt but you will allow it to be very Lauful to 
hear a Humily read in the Church, but ſhould your Mi- 
niſter always do this, becauſe he would not be at the 

ains, or had not an — to compoſe a Sermon of 
E own, I believe you would quickly take your leave 
of him, and think you had a good Reaſon for ſo 


Ng, 
Con. Well, © TI have read in a noted Author, that 
« the Jews had a Long in our Saviour's Time, and 
de that he was ſo far from condemning it, that he 
4 himſelf preſcrib'd his Diſciples a Form, and com- 
** poſed it out of theirs —— this plainly proves that 
e theere were Forms of Prayer in his time.” ** 

Nox. And I have read in as noted an Author, 
(whoſe name I am not aſham'd of ||) that it, can't be 
| made 
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made appear, that the Jews had any ſtated Liturgy, or 
that precomposd Furms of Prayer were uſed among 
them in our Saviour's time, or before; and if. I ſhould 
fay, this plainly proves, that there were no ſuch Forms 
made ule of, I can't fee, why your Friend's Argument 
would be any Thing more concluſive than mine ; un- 
leſs he could aſſure me, that his noted Author had the 
Spirit of Infallibility, and every Thing he ſaid was 
without Examination to be depended upon. I do al- 
ſure you, Sir, I am fo far from thinking impoſed Li- 
turgies to be of ſo long a ſtanding as is pretended, 
that I am well ſatisfied this way of praying, did not 
obtain. for ſeveral hundred Years after our Saviour's 
Time. | 44 | 

Cen. If this was true, it would have been a moſt 
© obſervable Innovation, upon the Primitive Chriſtia- 
ce nity; and the Introducers of ſuch Forms would, it's 
« very Hey, have been complain'd of, and ſeverely 
& cenſured for doing it, * 

Non. There are a great many Cuſtoms, which have 
been brought into the Church by degrees, and inſen- 
ſibly gain'd Approbation, and grown up into an Eſta- 
blithment ; and probably ſo might this. Beſides, I am 
apt to think, when Forms were introduced, there was 
but little of Primitive Chriſtianity left in the World; 
the Spirit of Devotion, which warm'd the Hearts of 
thoſe Diſciples of Chrilt, who lived nearer their Ma- 
ſter's Days, was I believe in a great meaſure extin- 
guiſh'd, and therefore the Introducers of Forms were 
10 19 great Danger of being complain'd of, or cen- 

ured. * 

Con. Do you know of any Inucvation, that has crept 
into the Church very early without any Oppoſition ? 
« I muſt delire you to mention one, that was of ſuch a 
ce public Nature as this. F | 

Nun. What do you think of the giving the Eucha- 
riſt, to new baptized Infants? I ſuppoſe you don't be- 
lieve, that this was done in the Apoſtle's time, or that 
it was the Intention of our 2 Saviour, that thoſe 
: of 
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of that Age, who were not capable of anſwering the 
Ends of that ſolemn Inſtitution, ſhould be admitted to 
partake of ſo Holy an Ordinance; and yet this was 
brought very early into the Church, and, for any 
thing we can learn to the contrary, without any Oppo- 
tion too. I may ſay the ſame of Merropolitans or Arch- 
biſhops, who (tho' of an Humane Inſtitution, you your 
ſelves being Judges) got, in the early Ages of the 
Church, the fame Preheminence and Juriſdiction over 
ordinary Biſhops, that they had over Presbyters, and 
that (as a very judicious Author, and excellent Hiſto- 
rian of ours has obſerved) without the leaſt Clamcur or 
Oppofition that we read of. * "Thus I have gratified your 
Deſire, and I hope you are ſatisfied. | 

Con. Notwithſtanding all that you have ſaid, I muſt 
ſtül think, that Forms of Prayer have been of a longer 
ſtanding in the Church, than you are willing to allow 
them. © I have read of a Liturgy, which (tho' great- 
< ly corrupted now) was generally thought to be com- 
<« pos'd by St. James, and was of a great Authority in 
e the Church of Jeruſalem. : 

Non. Your Author (whoſe Language you ſpeak) 
knew very well, that there are ſeveral Things in the 
Liturgy attributed to St. James, which prove to a De- 
monſtration, that he could not be the Compoſer of it, 
and therefore it was artful in him to inſinuate, that it 
is now greatly corrupted. But the truth of it is, this is 
ſpoken without any Foundation, for what he calls Cor- 
ruptions were in all probability in the Original Liturgy, 
and therefore we cughit not to ſay, that St. Jes was the 
Aut hor of it, or that it was compoſed in his time. 

Con. © The Learned Mr. Reeves in his Ap-ligies, 
< particularly in his Notes, upon the Apology of Juſtin 
e Martyr, gives very ſubſtantial Reaſons to prove, that 
« in Juſtin's time, they had Firms of Prayer in the 
« Church. ** 4 | 5 

Non. The Learned Mr. Reeves; as far as I know, 
may have better Eyes than the reſt of his Brethren. 

But 
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But this I can tell you, your famous Mr. Bennet, 
who 1 fancy has made as diligent an Enquiry into An- 
tiquity, as to this matter, as moſt People, and would 
have ſeen a Form of Prayer, or any Thing that look'd 
like one, as ſoon almoit as any Body, does not pre- 
tend to go any farther back in his Quotations from the 
Fathers, than Tertullian who flouriſh'd in the third 
Century; which makes me believe that there was no- 
thing in Tuſtin Martyr's time, which he thought 
would ſuit his Purpoſe, or be of any Advantage to his 
Argument. Be that as it will; ſeeing your Author has 
not thought fit to mention, any of Mr. Reeves's Sub- 
ftantial Reaſons, he can't expect a Reply to them. 

Con. But © it is plain beyond Controverſy, that in 
the earlieſt and beſt Ages of the Church, they had 
« Hymns of Praiſe, which they conſtantly uſed in their 
“ Religious Aſſemblies and it is hardly to be ac- 
« counted for, why they ſhould uſe Forms of Praiſe, 
and not of Prayer, ” * 

Non. IT think there js nothing more eaſily accounted 
for than this. As to thoſe Hymns of Praiſe which were 
uſed in the Beginning of the Chriſtian Church, and 
continued in the ſucceeding Ages of it, (after imme- 
diate Inſpiration ceaſed) they were © ſet Compoſitions, 
© either taken out of the Holy Scriptures, or of their 
« own compoſing. For it was uſual then for any Per- 
© ſons to compoſe divine Songs to the Honour of 
© Chriſt, and to ſing them in the publick Aſſem- 
e blies.” f Theſe Songs, in all Probability, were in 
Metre, and ſung by the whole Congregation ; ſo that 
any one may ſee, that there was a much greater need of 
drawing up theſe in Form, than there was of the Pray- 
ers, which the People only added their Amen to. In 
Singing it was hardly poſſible to avoid Diſtraction, with- 
out compoling ſuch Hymns beforehand, but in Prayer 
there was no ſuch Danger. | 
Con. You will, howeyer, © do well to prove that 
* we have an expreſs Promiſe, that the Gift of Prayer 
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* which the Apoſtles had, is to be continued to all 
e ſucceeding Ages. If you cannot produce ſuch a full, 
« plain Promiſe, than the Want of that Gift muſt ne- 
“ ceſſarily be ſupplied by ſtated Forms. ” * 

Nun. Your Friend would do well to us what he 
means by that Gift of Prayer, which he ſuppoſes the 
Apoſtles to be furniſh'd with. If he means by it a 
Gift of Prayer by immediate and extraordinary Inſpira- 
tion, which way will he make it appear that there was 
ſuch a Gift as that, even in the Days of the Apoſtles 
themſelves ; ſeeing there is no mention made of it, as 
I can find, any where in the New Teſtament, tho? 
their other extraordinary Gifts, as that of Viſdim, 
Knowledge, Faith, Wiiking of Miracles, Prophecy, 
Diſccrning of 3 „divers Tongues, and the In- 
terpretation of Tongues, are particularly enumerated. f 
But ſuppoſing there was ſuch an extrardinary Gift of 
Prayer in thoſe Times; ſeeing God is pleaſed to con- 
tinue to us the ordinary Alliſlances of his holy Spirit, 
and has promiſed them to his People to the End of the 
World ; Why could not the Want of the former Gift 
be as well ſupply'd this Way as by ſtated Forms ? If by 


the Gift of Prayer in the Apoſtles Time, he means an 


Ability which they had, by the Aids of Divine Grace, 
to offer up their Requeſts to God as Occaſions required; 
this Chriſtians have now, and there's no doubt but it 
will be continued to all ſucceeding Ages, our Lord ha- 
ving expreſly promiſed his People the holy Spirit, and 
told them of his abiding with them for ever, John xiv. 
16. Which Spirit (ſeeipg we know not what we ſhould 
pray for as we ought) helteth our Iufirmities, Rom. viii. 
26. | 


© Cen. I perceive you are very unwilling to give up 
this Point; and yet you own the Lawfulreſs, and in 
ſome Caſes the Expediency and Neceſſity of Forms, 
and tell me that yu think the Matter of the Liturgy 
to be for the molt part good, and the Prayers ſuch as 
you can without Scruple joyn in. And indeed © if 
Zar "Hg ä ; ; * any 
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* any Man will lay aſide all Prejudice, and carefully 
read over a late excellent Book, intituled the Beauty 
& of Holineſs in the Common-Prayer, J am apt to ima- 
« pine that he will acknowledge it to be a Form of 
« {ound Words, and fitted to promote Edification, if 
0 mow was ever any ſuch thing fince the Apoſtles 
« Days. 

Now. I am far from retracting what I faid of the 
Engliſh Liturgy : But tho' I have read over the Book 
you give ſuch a Character of, (the Author of which 
talks of God's eſtabliſhing an everlaſting Covenant with 
the Common-Prayer ; that there is in it no Impropriety 
either in Matter or Language; that it is perſect in it's 
Extent and Form, having in it no Defect, &c.) I can't 
yet be perſuaded but that there are a great many things 
in it which ought to be alter'd ; and without doubt it 
would be a great Advantage to the Liturgy, if this was 
conſented to. | 

Con, I cannot determine what thoſe Alterations are 
which you have an Eye to ; but your ſaying that you 
ſhould like the Liturgy much better, if it was drawn 
up in Scripture Expreſſions, has nothing at all in it. 
% Mr. Baxter ſays, It is not of ſuch neceſſity to take 
« the Matter and Words out of the Holy Scriptures; 
te but that we may joyn in a Liturgy, if the Form of 
Words be not from Scripture. *” | 

Nin. If you will be at the Pains to read the Savoy 
Conference, you will find what Alterations they were 
which the Diſſenters inſiſted on; and had they been 
comply'd with, by thoſe who had it very much in their 
Power,to lay alide the things which were exceptionable, 
and to add where there was a Deficiency, the Number 
of Diſſenters would have been much leſs than now it 


is. | 

Jou ſay, from Mr. Baxter, that it is not of ſuch neceſſi- 

ty to take the Matter and Words of a Prayer out of the 

Scriptures, Qc. and I ſay the fame ; But becanſe, (as 

the Excellent Biſhop J/ilkins obſerves) the Language of 
| aan, 
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Canaan, the Stile of the Holy Gheſt, is undoubtedly the 


teft for Holy and Spiritual Services; ” * therefore [ 
{hould rather chuſe to joyn in ſuch Prayers as are in 
Seripture Expreſſion. Kn 
Con. But ** I don't ſee of what Advantage it would 
© be to have our Confeſſions more particular, Confel- 
A {tons of Sin ought to be ſuch as a whole Congrega- 
© tion may freely joyn in.“ f | | 
Nun. Tho' I agree with you that publick Confeſ- 
ſions thould be ſuch as the Congregation can joyn in, 
and that on that Account Miniſters are not to be ſo 
very particular at ſuch times as when they are ac- 
knowledging their Sins in their Retirements ; yet 
ſeeing we cannot work up our Minds to too great a 
Sorrow for, and Abhorrence of our Offences againlt 
God, I think the feveral Aggravations of them (as 
their being committed againſt one to whom we have 
been infinitely (bliged, againſt the Light of the Goſpel, 
Convittions of Conſcieace, Solemn Vows, &c.) ſhould be 
particularly inſiſted in ; and it was the Want of this 
which I complain'd of in the Liturgy. the 
Con. Let this be as it will, © your Objection againſt 
7 | — * of our Collects ſeems very ill ground- 
ed. | 
Mon. I have told you ſeveral times already, that if 
1 and I can't agree in our Sentiments, you ought to 
ave your Way, and ſo ſhould I. For my part, I have 
no Prejudice againſt the Service of the Church, nor 
any ſecular Ends to propoſe in objecting againſt any 
part of it; but to begin with a ſolemn Invocation of 
God, by mentioning his Names, Titles, Attributes, &c. 
and then after a Petition or two, to do the ſame ; and 
having kept on for a conſiderable time in ſuch a man- 
ner, to addreſs the People, and ſay, Let us pray, is 4 
Method which I cannot approve of, neither can I be 
fo much affected with it, as I ſhould be if all the ſhort 
Collecis were brought into one Prayer. | 


Con. 


— 
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Cen. © 1 hope, Sir, the Shortneſs of a Prayer is not 
« to be found fault with by any underſtanding Chri- 
e {tian But I ſuppoſe you will hardly admit, 
« that as a good Argument to vindicate the Shortneſs 
« of our C:l/efts, that they are upon that Account the 
« more like that Fim of Frayer which Chriſt taught his 
« Diſciples ; becauſe many of your Teachers are utterly 
« againſt the Uſe of the Lord's Prayer as a Form. 
Nun. I did not find fault with your Collects, altogether 
becauſe. of the Shortneſs of them; but becauſe the Parts 
of Prayer are ſo often changed and intermixed, that 
the Mind can't attend to either of them as it ought to 
do, it having harldy time to fix upon one before it is 
call'd ott to another. As to the Lord's-Prayer, you 
know I told you the Diſſenting Miniſter where I live 
uſes it, and ſo do molt of thoſe I am acquainted with. 
Con. But © I find (contrary to my Expectation) that 
+ © you are an Advocate for thole who neglect to ule 
the Lord's-Prayer as a Form.” f 3-360] 
Non. I was ſo far their Advocate, I muſt own, as to 
mention ſome of thoſe things which incline ſeveral a- 
mongſt the Di/enters to be of that Opinion; and I 
don't think your Author has ſaid any thing that looks 
like a Confutation of them, | 
Con. Your Reaſoning on that Head, I think is very 
fallacious; and ſince my Friend has put your Argument 
into a better Form, | you mult needs be convinc'd of it. 
Non. I am oblig'd to the Gentleman for making a 
Syllogiſm for me; but to have been fair, he ſhould 
have mention'd the Premiſes, before he had come to the 
Concluſion ; and unleſs he will reſolve to do me more 
ae the next time, I deſire he would be ſo civil as to 
et me form my Argument myſelf. I did not ſay, that 
we have no Account that the Apoſtles did in their Aſſem- 
blies uſe the Lord's-Prayer ; therefore they never did do 
it. You know very well that I added, that the Evan- 
geliſt's expreſſed ſeveral Parts of this Prayer in ditterent 
Terms; · that it was frequently omitted by the Primitive 
Chriſtians, 


pn EEE 


— 


* Layman's Peas, Cc. p. 34. Þ Ibid. 5. 55. bid. p. 56, 


* 4 


Lule, it is a Form. The former was given them in 


72 LAT NON CONTPORMITy 


| Chriſtians, Cc. And what did 1 conclude from all 


theſe things put together? Why nothing expreſsly; 
neither was there any other Inference intended than 
this, viz. that therefore it is very much to be quellion'd, 


whether our Lord intended that this Prayer thould be 


uſed as a Form, or deſign'd it to be any thing more 
than a Direttory, and I ſubmit it to the World whoſe 
way of writing is moſt fallacious your Author's, or 


mine, 


Con. He tells you however, that © they who lived 
< neareſt the Apoſtolical Ages did make uſe of this, 
« 25 a Form in their Religious Aſſemblies. ” * 

Nin. I know he does ſay fo, but 1 would have you 
take notice, that there is not one of his Quotations 
which ſerve his purpoſe, as 1 could eaſily make appear, 
if there was occaſion; but what need is there of this, 
when the Fathers he mention's as liying neareſt the 
Apoſtolical Ages, were all of them of the third Cen- 
tury. This is a groſs Impoſition on his Readers, and 
jaſt as much to the purpoſe as if I ſhould pretend to 
pove a matter of Fact in Queen Elizabeth's Time, 

y ſome who lived ear? that Reign, and then quote 
two or three Author's who did not write until Queen 


Anne came to the Throne. 


Con, My Friend comes next to conſider your © Ar- 
& gument drawn from the Variations in the two 
« Evangeliſts.f | 
Non. I know he pretends ſo, but it is evident to the 
World that he has not taken the leaſt notice of thoſe 
Variations which I inſiſted on, which were the different 
Words the Evangeliſts make uſe of in the fourth and 
fifth Petitions of the Lord's Prayer, and St. Luke's 
eaving out the whole Doxolog y. | 

Con. Well, but (without inſiſting on theſe Variati- 
ons) © I will allow that Prayer as recited by St. Mit- 
« thew is a Directory for Prayer, but as recited by St. 


the 
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the Sermon on the Mount The latter was given 
te to the Diſciples upon their own Requeſt, ll __ 
Non. If the Prayer as recited by St Luke be. that 
Which our Lord has preſcrib'd as a Form, and that by 
St. Mattheto is only a Directory, I doubt your Author 
will have a hard matter to prove that the Church of 
England ever ules the Lord's Prayer as a Form at all; 
for in what part of the Liturgy will he find the f 
Petition as St. L»he has worded it, viz, 4 det u, we 
*/acdprias apfiſ 3 abt dplepo garn ögeix ern hin. And for- 
give us vir Yi, for we aljo forgive every one that is 
rndebted to us? Beſides, allowing St Luke's to be a Form, 
ſeeing (as your Friend obſerves) it was given to the 
Diſciples upon their own Requeſt ; Why may we not 
ſuppoſe (with our learned Mr. Peirce*) that this Requeſt 
of theirs might proceed from a Senſe of their own 
Unskilfulneſs in the Duty, that they uſed this Form but 
for a Time, and that after they had gain'd more Expe- 
rience they took the Lord's Prayer only as a Pattern, or 
Directory? If your Author thinks this Suppoſition 
Groundleſs, I deſire he would prove that the Diſciples 
continued all along to uſe Chriſt's Words in Prayer, 
and no cther, and that our Lord intended to preſcribe 
an Invariable Firm to them and all ſucceeding Genera- 
tions. And if this can be made appear, what occaſion 
is there of your Liturgy ? or how can you juſtify your 
performing the Duty we are ſpeaking of, in any other 
Words, than thoſe which Chriſt himſelf hath taught 
us? Indeed your Friend ſeems to be of Dr. Hammond's 
Mind, viz. that when our Lord ſays, when ye pray, ſay, 
&c. the meaning is, H/henſoever ye pray ſolemnly, omit 
not this Form of Words. F But what they mean by ſo- 
lemaly here neither of them, have thought fit to tell 
us, and therefore it mult be excuſed, if that Paraphraſe 


is not regarded. | 
Con. Well, I ſee whatever you pretend, you can't 
be reconciled to the Uſe of the Lord*s Prayer as a Form, 
but no wonder, ſeeing N of your Perſuaſion, 4 
ee | om 
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dom or never read the Holy Scriptures in their Pub- 
& lic Aſſemblies. * 

Non. This being the ſame Calunny, as the Biſho 
of Derry would have fixed on the Dilſenters in freland, 
1 will anſwer your Author, as the Excellent Mr. Bcyſe 
did that Prelate, viz. © *Tis really deplorable, that 
«« ſome Men when they write for a Party, make ſo lit- 
© tle Conſcience of Truth, as to ofler the moſt bare- 
* fac'd Untruths for undeniable Matters of Fact. 
Suppoſe it be not uſual (for want of time) to read 
a Chapter at the Tueſday's Lecture at Salters Hall, 
and that in ſome of the + A in London, the 
Scriptures mould not be read every Lord's Day (tho 
I believe of upon Examination the Number of theſe will 
not appear ſo great as he has repreſented it) to affirm 
with ſo much confidence as he does of the Diſſeaters 
in general, that they ſeldom or never read the Holy 
Scriptures in their Publick Aſſemblies, is ſuch a noto- 
rious Miſrepreſentation (not to call it by another name, 
which it better deſerves) as he can have no great Sa- 
tisfaction in the review of. And now what do you 
think of the Apocryphal Books, which are appointed 
to be read in your Churches? 

Con. think your Objections againſt theſe are very 
frivolous, © 1 never heard of any in the Com- 
* munion of our Church, who took the Apccryt hal 
Books, to be a part of Canonical Scripture, | ou 
I remember that was one thing, you urg'd againſt t 
Reading of them. | | 
Mon. If you never heard of ſuch an Inſſance I have. 
And I believe, there are thouſands in your Communi- 
on, who make no Diſtinction between the Apcoryphal 
Writings and Canonical Scripture, and I can't ſee how 
they ſhould, when Leſſons are read out of one as well 
as the other, without laying any thing to ſhew a diffe- 
rence. Indeed one of your Articles takes notice of 
this; but how many are there among thoſe who attend 
the ſervice of the Church, who can't read, and among 


thoſe 
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thoſe that can, how many, who never read the Arti- 
cles, nor heard them ? Such muſt in all probability be 
led into an Error; ſo that though the Luut appoint- 
ed for the Lord*s-days, are ſeldom or never taken out 
of the Apocrypha, and I may come a great many times 
to Church, and not hear one read from thence ; ſeeing 
the groſs miitake I took notice of before, is apparently 
countenanc'd, and there are many things in theſe Wri- 
tings trifling, impertinent and worſe, and your Author 
does not ſo much as pretend to contradi& it; to 
which I add, ſeeing ſo great a part of Canonical Scrip- 
ture is ſet aſide to make way for theſe, I can't but look 
on this as a Corruption in the Church, and though I 
believe I ſhould hardly be a Nonconformiſt, if there was 
nothing elſe, which I had reaſon to make a ſcruple of, 
yet I think I may very well mention this, amonglt the 
ſeveral other Things which make me a Di/eater. 
Can. Come, if you pleafe, we will leave this Head, 
and talk a little about the Sacraments, and the Excepti- 
ons you made againſt the Adminiſtration of them in 
the Church of Exgland. Now in our way of Bagti- 
Ling, I remember you objected againſt two things, vis. . 
Godfathers and Godmothers, and the Sign of the Crofs, 
but ſince I read my Friend's Anſwer, I think what you 
urg'd againſt theſe Cuſtoms was very trifling. 

Non. I deſire then, you would begin with Cedfa- 
thers and Godmothers. Now if you would remember 
I told you, that with you theſe are the o“, Covenan- 
ters far Children, the Parents being not required by 
the Canm, fo much as to be preſent. And do you 
think, that ſuch a Practice is allowable? 

Con. © Your hiſt Argument is founded upon a Mi- 
© ſtake —» where the Sureties are procured by the Pa- 
«© rents, there they have all the Authority to Covenant 
« jn the behalf of the Infant, that Parents can give 
them. * | 
Mon. I believe the generality of your Divines agree 
in this, that it is upon the Account of the Faith of the 
: K 2 Parents 
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Parents or Parent, that a Child has a Right to Bap- 
tiſm ; and if ſo, why Hureties ſhould be required, and 
the principal Perſons excluded, is what I believe you 
can hardly account for. It is not enough I think, to 
ſuppoſe that the Parents 2 make the neceſſary 
vows in the Name of the Child; but they ought to do 
it at the time, when the Child or Children are ſolemnly 
devoted to God in the Baptiſmal Covenant. Indeed if 
the Church thought fit to inſiſt upon a farther Security, 
ſomething might perhaps be ſaid for ſuch a Demand as 
that is, eſpecially in ſome particular caſes; but entirely ro 
overlook the Parents in a Tranſaction of ſuch a great 
Importance to them and theirs,ay and to reject them too, 
ifchey deſire to be concern'd in their own Perſons, is 
ſach Management as will not bear a Juſtification. Be- 
ſides, it is a queſtion with me, whether Parents have 
really a Right to ſubſtitute others to act for them in 
ſuch an Aflair as this is, and whether, ordinarily, Sure- 
ties have any power to act as Parties in ſuch a Stipula- 
tion; indeed your Author tells us, that “ they have 
« all the Authority to covenant in the behalf of the 
c Infant, that the Parents can give them”; but where 
Perſons can come and covenant in their own- Perſons, 
I doubt that is none at all. Your Friend indeed ſays, that 
“jn the Primitive Church, the uſe of Sureties was ſo 
cc early, that it is not eaſy to fix the time of their be- 
c ginning. But Mr. Hal, a Learned Divine of the 
Church of England tells us, that the ordinary uſe then 
was for the Parents to Anſwer for their Children, f and 
ſuch Sureties as theſe we do heartily approve of. 
Con. But how could you ſay, that ſome who are 
hardly paſs'd the Age of Children themſelves, are ad- 
mitted amongſt us as Sureties? Pleaſe to read the 29th 
| Canon, and you will find, that none are to be ad- 
c mitted Sureties for Children, but ſuch as have re- 
te ceived the Lord's Supper, which is not (you know) 
e 2dminiſtred to Children in our Church. 
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| farther Juſtify. — oy 
Nu. I know there is ſuch a Canon as you ſpeak of, 
but I know likewiſe, that all Perſons being of the Age 
of Sixteen Tears, are admitted to your Communion, if 
they deſire it, and that the Miniſter, Church-wardens, 
&c. are to exhibit to the Biſhop, or his Chancellor, 
the names of all the Pariſhioners, being of the Age be- 
fore- mentioned, who did not receive the Communion at 
Eaſter. * Now I believe you will allow, that there are 
fome of /ixteen Years Old, who may properly be call'd. 
Children, and have no better Notions of the Nature 
of Baptiſm, nor of the Import and Obligation of thoſe: 
Vows which they make, when they are call'd upon 
to be Sponſors, than others have at fix. Beſides, I had. 
no need to tell you, that the Canon you mentioned is 
generally diſregarded, the Perſons who ſtand as Sure- 
ties being ſeldom or never ask'd, whether they have 
ever received the Lord's Supper. It is then undeniable, 
that Children are ſometimes admitted to perform this 
Office, and that others do it by Proxy; but your Au- 
thor having declared, that he is no great Admirer of 


that way. I ſhall ſay no more of it. 
Con. f Your Third Objection - againſt Sureties is 
& drawn from the common _ of this Cuſtom, 
« which is a very unfair way of Reaſoning, viz. that 
“not one in a Thouſand perform what they Pro- 
« mile. f : {520 = 
Non. I can't forbear ſmiling to take notice, that 
what your Author calls a very unfair way of Reaſoning 
here, is the very ſame, as he himſelf made ule of, | 
when he ſpoke of the Right of the People to chuſe. | 
their own Miniſters, for if you mind it, the Abuſe of 
this Right was his principal Argument againſt it. But 
the candid Reader will conſider, that theſe things 
ſtand at a great many Pages diſtance; and that the 
Gentleman might forget himſelf, though by the way, | 
I think a Cexſor ought to have a very good Memory. 
Suppoſing then, that my way of Reaſoning has been | 
ſuch, as he has repreſented it, he ſhould for his own | 
. | "ie ſake, 
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fake, have omitted that Animadverſion. However a 
it happens, it does not in the leaſt affect me, becauſe ic 
was not the abuſe of the Cuſtom only, which I took 
notice of, for you know I ask'd you, whether you 
thought there was, © one in a Thouſand, who per- 
forms what he promiſed on ſuch an occaſion, or e- 
ver intended it, or that could be as good as his Word, 
had he never ſo great a mind to it. To which I ad- 
ded. & And can it be well to demand of any, things 
which are manifeſtly impratticable 2 * It is very plain 
then, that it was not Sureties not 8 the Engage- 
ments * — on themſelves, but their not being able 
to do it, was the Strength of my Argument, and 
ow Friend was very unfair, that he did not repreſent 
N 10. 5 N 
Con. For my part I can't fee, but it © is in the Power 
©. of Sureties to take care that Children be educated in 
the Principles of the Chriſtian Religion -— They 
© are only engaged to do what lies in their Power. f 
Non. How trifling is that, to admit thoſe to be He- 
ties, who are really in uo capacity of performing what 
they have promiſed ? And then to ſay, that they are in- 
gaged to do no more than lies in their Power, which is, 
in ſhort, the ſame as to ſay, they are ingaged to do no- 
thing at all. And that this is frequently. the Caſe, is as 
evident as almoſt any thing. What care, I would be 
glad to know, can a Perſon take of a Child when he 
lives, it may be, at ſeveral Scores of Miles diſtance from 
him, and perhaps, after the day of his Baptiſm has ne- 
ver an opportunity of ſeeing him more? And ſuppoſe 
the caſe to be otherwiſe ; unleſs a Sponſcy will take the 
Child he promiſes for, under his more immediate care, 
which is very ſeldom done, how he can diſcharge the 
Duty of a Surety, is a thing I am entirely at a loſs for; 
and I believe, ſo was the late excellent Biſhop of Sa- 
or elſe he would not have ſaid, what 1 menti- 
'on'd to you at our laſt Conference, viz. that xo one 
ought to do this Office for another, but he that is willing 


to 
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#0 charge himſelf with the Education of the Child for 
O * | J 
And now if you will, let us hear how your Author 
Replies to the Objections I made againſt the Queſtions 
and Anſwers in your Office of Baptiſm. 
Con. He tells you thoſe Queſtions and Anſwers are a 
ſolemn Declaration of what Baptiſm doth oblige all 
baptized Perſons to — And that, © All. Contracts are 
* made by mutual Promiſes; it is therefore reaſonable, 
< that when Children are admitted into the Chriſtian 
Society by Baptiſm (which is a Fœderal Act) ſome 
< Perſons ſhould in their Names promiſe to fulfil the 
Conditions of the Covenant. f | 

Nox. One of the Queſtions propoſed to the Gndfa- 
thers and Godmothers in your Office of Baptiſm, is, 
Wilt thou be baptized in this Faith ? To which it is 
anſwered, That is my dere. Now I can't ſee, how it 
can be properly faid, that Perſons baptiz'd are obliged 
to this. Indeed antecederit to the Adminiſtrarion of 
this ſolemn Ordinance, an Adult Perſon ought to ſig- 
nifie his Deſire of being admitted to it, before he be re- 
ceived into the Church this way. But to ſay, that a 
Perſon already baptized is oblig'd by that Baptiſm to de- 
fire Baptiſm, is, ſuch an Impropriety, to ſay no other 
of $ as would in the Diſſenters be thought very ridi- 
culous. 

As to what Friend fays of Comracts being 
made by mutual Promiſes ; I ſhall only obſerve, that 


if he means, that there can be no Contract, unleſs both 


Parties enter into expreſs Promiſes to one another. I 
think his Notion is not juſt, In the Covenant which 
God made with Man in {unocency, Adam's Poſterity 
were concern'd ſo far, I mean as to be obliged by it, 
to perform the Conditions therein inſiſted on; and yer 
they neither promiſed Obedience themſelves, neither did 
Adam expreſly do it for them. Seeing then Parents 
have fo much Power over their Children, on 
580 uring 
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during their Infancy) as to have a Right to tranſa& 
for them any thing which is apparently for their Good, 
and ſuch Contracts are undoubtedly Obligatory. * 
When they devote their little Ones to God in the Bap- 
tiſmal Covenant, (which is evidently of. great Advan- 
tage to them) tho? no expreſs Promile is made in their 
Names either by Parents or Sureties, it's beyond all 
queſtion, they are obliged, when they are capable of it, 
to perform the Conditions of that Covenant. And 
let this be taken as an Anſwer to what your Author 
objects againſt the Diſſenters Way of Baptizing, viz. 
That we have no ſuch Queſtions and Anſwers in the Name 
of the Child as are uſed in the Church of England. 

. Con. You did not do well, how- 
miſpaced from p. 64.0 the ever, to give Out, that it is a com- 
= 2 Shay ang 2 wa NN E me nee to give 

n back the Charge delivered to them, 
ern e to the Parents. My Friend ſays, 
he has © never yet known it done. 

Non. If he has not known it, I have; and that is 
ſufficient for my Juſtification. 

Con. Come, there's enough of this. Let us a little 
try the Strength of your Objections againit the Croſs 
in Baptiſm. _ 

| Non. I am not willing to decline any thing in debate 
between us, neither can I ſee reaſon to give up one of 
my Arguments. As to the Croſs in Baptiſm, I did in- 
deed ſay, (and ſtand by it fill) that there's not one 
Word of it in the whole New Teſtament, and that we 
have no Account of it's having been ever uſed in the 
Apoſtles Time. To this your Author replies; Nei- 
ther have we any Account that they Baptized in 
e the Name of the Trinity. 1 anſwer, Your. 
great Exot ius (whole Words are ſometimes regarded as 
Oracles) thinks, that when we read Act, x. 48. And 
he commanded them to be Baptiz'd in the Name of the 
Lord, we muſt underſtand the whole Sacred Ty: + 
4p zut. 


—_— — . „„ 


th. 


* — 
0 


® Biſhop of Sarum on 3 9 Articles, p. 306. 4 Layman's Plezs, Cc. p. 65- 
I ibid. p. 67. 4 Ex nomine Chriſti tacite intelliguur &, qui unxit, Pater, 


& Spiritus, quo unctig eſt. Vid. Feli Synyp, in (oc, 


Further Juſtiſſed. 81 
But ſuppoſing it ſhould not be ſo; we know that it 
was our Sgviour's expreſs Command to bis Di capes, 
that they ſhould baptize Perſons in the Name of . 
Father, Son, and Hol Chalk but i Fh Croſs pe 
a profound Silence throughout the whole New Te! 
ment; and therefore, tho there ſhquld be no Account 
of rhe Apoſtles Baptizing any in the Way aforemen- 
tioned, we have more reaſqn to believe that they did 
what their Maſter enjoin'd them, than we have to 
think that they uſed a Ceremauy which can never be 
royed to be by his Inſtitution. What your Friend 
ays again here about the Poſture in the Paſſover, Deg» 
conneſſes, &c. you know I anſwer'd before. 
Con. Let us then © conſider your fourab (and indeed 


a * : 
your ſtrongeſt) Objection againſt this Ceremony, vi 
© that the 8 (as uſed in the Church of England) 
« ſeems to be as much a Sacrament as Men are capable 
© of making one, Cc. Your Quotations out of 
© the third Canon, to prove that it is the Opinion of 
« our Church that Children are Dedicated to Chriſt 
ce by the Sign of the Croſs, is nothing at all to the 
« Matter in debate; for ſince Lay-men are not con- 
« cerned in the Canons of the Church, how does any 

« Paſſage there juſtify Lay-Nonccnformity 2 ” * 
Nin. The Deſign of my e that Canon or 
5 


he 
1s 
A= 


as you know very well, to {fe you that the Cxoſ 
was, in the Senſe of your, Church, a Dedicating Sign. 
Now tho' the Laity have no Call to take the Oath of 
Canonical Obedience, as the Clergy have; yet, ſeeing 
the Senſe of the Church, we mult ſuppoſe, ought to 
be taken (partly at leaſt) from thoſe Canons, 0 wha 
have Children to be Baptized, and muſt ſubmit to the 
Sign of the Croſs, or not have them Baptized at all, 
are to conſider what the Church deſigns by this Cere- 
mony : So that, whatever you think, Lay-men are con- 
cern'd, as well, tho not as much, in that Canan as the 
Clergy. 
liz L Con, 
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Con. What is all this to the purpoſe, when © the 

«* Church of England both in her Rubrick and Canon 
t affirms, that the Baptiſm is compleat, and the Child 
« made a Member of Chriſt's Church, before the Sign 
sc of the Croſs is made uſe of?“ * 
Non. If ſhe thinks the Baptiſm is compleat without 
it, I ask'd you the laſt time, Why Children who have 
had private Baptiſm (when the Croſs is uſually omitted) 
are requir'd to be brought to the Congregation after- 
wards to be /ign'd? And how ſhe can refuſe to admit 
thoſe to this Ordinance, whoſe Parents ſcruple this 
needleſs Ceremony, and continue an Inpcſition which 
ſo many Thouſands of Proteſiants are ottended at? 
Theſe are Queſtions which your Author did not care 
to give an Anſwer to; and I believe molt of his Rea- 
ders guels at the Reaſon, 

Con. The Word Dedicated, as uſed in the Canon, 
“ does ſignify no more than a Sign of our Dedica- 
« tion by Baptiſm. ” | 

Non. If by a Sign of our Dedication, you mean a 
Proof or Evidence of it, this can't be; becauſe the 
Croſs is a tranſient thing, and no Impreſſion is made 
by which it may be diſcover'd that the Party has been 
ever baptized: And indeed, the H/itneſſes who are pre- 
ſent on ſuch Occaſions, are a much better Evidence in 
this Caſe than the Croſs can be. Moreover Baptiſm 
itſelf is (according to your own Church) a Sign of 
our Dedication to God; ſo that if your Author's No- 
tion be right, the Croſs is a Sign of a Sign; and why 
there ſhould not be as much occaſion of a Sn of that 
Sign, and ſo en, perhaps he may be able ſome other 
time to inform me. 

Con. I remember you ask'd me, Why may not a Prieſt 

put his Fingers into the Child's Ears, in Token that it 
ſhall hearken diligently to the Word of God, Cc. as 
make an airy Cres in his Forehead, in Token that it 
ſhall confeſs a crucify'd Chriſt > To this my Friend 
has anſwer d, Becauſe Clergy-men in our Church ” 
4 : : c al 
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farther Juſtifed. 83 
« all things decently and in Order, and they have no 
Authority to uſe ſuch ridiculous Rites. ” * 
Non. But ſuppoſe the Governors of the Church 
ſhould, at any time, think it for the Decency and Order 
of God's Worſhip to introduce ſuch Ceremonies, then 
your Clergy would reckon that they had as much Au- 
thority to ule theſe as the Croſs in Baptiſm ; and in- 
deed upon this Principle we may be brought, as far as 1 ,, 93 
I can lee, to almoſt any thing. gt 4 
Con. © Can you obſerve any Inclination to ſwell ,.._',;, | 
© the Number of Ceremonies in the Church? Give me ,. | 7. | 
an Inſtance if you can of any new Rite that has 75. i 
been appointed in your time, or in the Age before 
you, or indeed ſince the Reformation. If you can- 
* not, to what purpoſe do you make an Outcry that 
the Church may decree Twenty or a Hundred, as 
<« well as two or three? Only to prejudice Men a- 
« gainſt her. | 
Noa. Did not Archbiſhop Laud endeavour to bring 
ſeveral new Cuſtoms into the Church in his time, as 
the placing the Communion Table Altar-wiſe at the _ 
End of the Chancel, ſetting it North and South, &c. 
(when the Canon only ſays, that it h be placed in ſo 
008 fort within the Church or Chancel, as thereby the 
Miniſter may be more conveniently heard of the Communi- 
cants in his Prayer and Miniſtration, and the Communi- | 
cauts alſo more conveniently and in more Number may _ 
communicate with the ſaid Miniſter, || ) and Beuing at < 
the firſt Entrance into the Church towards the Eaſt, 
(which the Biſhop himſelf did not ſo much as pretend 
to be allow'd at the Reformation ; # and for which his 
great Friend Dr. Heylin is free to own, there was no 
Rule nor Rubrick made by the fi ſt Reformers. * And 
has not Dr. Brett of late, by writing in Behalf of 
Chriſm, Exorciſm, Sacrifice and Prayers for the Dead, 
&c. | ſuſticiently diſcover'd an Inclination not only to 
bring in new Ceremonies, _ new Doctrines too mo 
2 the 
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the Church, if it lay in his Power? And are there not 
a great many of the Clergy who have as good a Will 
to it as he, tho' they are not as free in publiſhing their 
Sentiments ? But ſuppoſe there ſhould be no ſuch In- 
clination, (tho* the contrary is plain enough) it may 
happen in time that ſuch Ferſons may have the Ma- 
nagement of things, as will fancy that we have not 
Ceremonies enough in the Church, and that the Decency 
of Yublick Worſhip requires a great many others; and 
why, ſhould Proteſtant Writers defend a Principle 
which will jullify any Rites, which thoſe who are up- 
permoſt may have a mind to bring into God's Service? 

Con. I could fay fomething by way of Reply to all 
this; but © if you pleaſe, I would willingly talk with 
* you 8 about the Lord's Super? | 

Non. I have been here much longer than I intended, 

d indeed longer than my Buſineſs would convenient- 
5 me; ſo that I have not time to talk over with 
you the ſeveral things, which gour Author has advan- 
ced, in Anſwer to what 1 aid againſt the Church of 
England's obliging all Perſons to kneel in the Act of 
Receiving the Lord's Supper, and making that a neceſ- 
ſary Term of Communion. However 1 have a few 
"Obſervations to make on this part of the Gentleman's 
Performance; and I believe they will be ſufficient to 
my purpoſe, and ſatisfactory to ſuch as will conſider 
things impartially. And, | 

1. I obſerve, and ſo may you, that your Author does 
not once attempt to prove, that our Saviour and his 
Apoſtles received the Lord's Supper kneeling ; and if he 
had, he could never have ſucceeded in it, it being very 
plain (fron: the Account we have of the firſt Inſtitution 
of that Solemnity) that they received it in the ſame 
manner in which they eat the Paſſover, which your 
Friend himſelf allows was a Table-Poſture. | - 

2. I likewiſe remark, that he has produced nothing, 
which looks like a Troof that the Geſture fo muc 
contended for by the Church of England, was uſed A 
; f S qr : * 75 1 tne 
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the Times of Primitive Chriſtianity, neither indeed was 
he able to do it. Your Excellent Dr. Cate, who was 
as exact and curious in his Searches into Antiquity as 
any of our moſt celebrated Writers, is entirely ſilent 
on this Head; and tho' he takes notice of the Apo- 
ſtles receiving the Sacrament according to the Cuſtom 
of the Jeuis at Meats at that time, and of the Cuſtom 
of Standing at the Lord's Table, in the time of Diony- 
ſius Alexandrints, * yet he has not a Word about 
Kueeling, which to be {ure he would not have omitted, 
had he found any ſuch Practice in the Ages which he 
gives us the —_— of. 

3. I obſerve farther, that your Author does not pre- 
tend to ſay, that a Perſon may nat receive the Supper 
of our Lord as worthily, be as much accepted by God, 
and expect as much Spiritual Advantage to himſelf, in 
partaking of this Sacrament Sitting or Standing, as 
Kneeling. Now, tho' (as I told you the laſt time) I 
believe 1 ſhould rather perform that great Duty we are 
ſpeaking of in the Way of the Church of England, 
than not at all; yet ſeeing I am perſuaded in my own 
Mind that another Geſture is in many Accounts beſt, 
and you can never make it appear, that yours is coun- 
tenanc'd either by Scripture or Antiquity, to oblige 
me to receive Kneeling, and refuſe me «Communion 
if I will not do ſo, (ſay what you will) is an intole- 
_ Inipofiticn, and what you will never be able to 
Ju wy. 


Con. I think now it is my turn to ſpeak, having 


heard you with a great deal of Patience. And allow- 


ing your Obſervations to: be true, I have ſſeverab things 


to demand Satisfaction of you, and expect: it too beſore 
we part. 

Mon. I fancy my Friend begins to be warm. Well, 
What Satisfaction do you expect. from me? Tell me, 
and I am ready to give it you as far as Lam capable. 
Con. I ask you then, why you would aſfirm Kneel- 
ing at the Sacrament “ to be of no longer Date than 


the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation? 
| | | Non. 
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Non. I never affirm'd any ſuch thing. I only told 
you that it was thought ſo by many great Men, * of 
which I mentioned one, and your Author has taken 
notice of ſeveral more. If this be a miſtaken Notion, 
they muſt anſwer for it, and not I: Tho”, by the way, 
your Friend has not ofter'd any think that has the Face 
of Evidence, that Kneeling was uſed ſooner than the 
time we ſpeak of; and yet ſuppoſing it to be a little 
older than the Thirteenth Century, (tho? that will not 
eaſily be proved) this can't be thought to gain it a great 
Reputation amongſt thoſe who know what Corruptions 
the Church groan'd under long before that time. 
Con. My Friend, I believe, took the more notice of 
that, Becauſe ſome of your Leaders have been fo 
very kind to tell the World, that Kneeling at the 
« Sacrament is Popiſb and Antichriſtian. But this 
is a notorious Calumny, In the Church of Rome 
« Kneeling is not required, as manifeſtly appears by the 
« Pope's Manner of Receiving, which is not Kneeling, 
<< but either Sitting, as it was in Bonaventure's time, 
c or after the Faſhion of Sitting, or a little leaning 
c upon his Throne, as he doth at this Day.“ f 

| Nu. I am apt to think ſome Di/ſenters il diſco- 

vered a little too much heat againit this Geſture. But 
yet I can't apprehend your Author's Argument to be a 
concluſive one. For fuppoſe the Pepe does not kneel 
in the Act of Receiving, does it therefore follow that 
that Communion does nor require that Poſture, or that 
Papiſts do not make uſe of it? This is as weak as it is 
- groundleſs. | 
Con. Well, but ſuppoſe while our Lord was in a 
State. of Humiliation, he condeſcended to ſolemnize 
this Sacrament in a familiar Poſture with his Diſciples ; 
now.“ he is raiſed from the Dead, and exalted up 
into Heaven, — it ſeems highly congruous — that 
the Poſture ſhould be changed from the Appearance 
«. of Familiarity to that of Reſpect. And with this 
e | ' 2-6 exceſlent 
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farther Tuſtifed. 987 
© excellent Argument I conclude this part of our Con- 
& ference. ” * 
- Nix. Had our Saviour thought it neceſſary that the 
Peſture of Receiving ſhould be altered after his Aſcen- 
fion, there's no doubt but he would have given his 
f Diſciples ſome Intimation of it; and their Practice, as 
well as that of the Primitive Chriſtians, would have 
been accordingly: But ſeeing we have no ſuch Account, 
and we have reaſon to believe that our dear Redeemer, 
tho' in his exalted State, allows his People all that 
Freedom with him that is conſiſtent with a becoming 
Humility and Reverence; I can't ſee why the ſame 
Geſture which he himſelf made choice of, when he was 
upon Earth, ſhould not be uſed ſtill. 
Con. I think then, the next thing we have before us 
is, your ſaying that there is more care taken to main- 
tain Purity in your Communion, than in the Church. 
of England. I am afraid this Objection diſcovers a 
reat Degree of Uncharitableneſs. © I hope you be- 
© lieve that there are a great Number of good Chri- 
« ſtians in the Church of England; and generally 
* ſpeaking, they that receive the Sacrament there, 
c {ſeem to have as great a Senſe of what they are about, 
cc as any of our Diſſenting Brethren. ” | ; 
Non. We uſe to ſay Compariſons are odious, and 
therefore you muſt excuſe me if I decline them, eſpe- 
cially on this Occaſion. I am well ſatisfied there are 
a great Number of excellent Chriſtians in the Church | 
of England, whoſe warm and regular Devotion, ſacred 4 
Zeal, divine Charity, and holy, ſelf-denying and ex- 
amplary Ccnverſations are a Credit to Chriſtianity, 
and an Honour to your Communion; and I wiſh the 
Number of theſe was greater amongſt you and us too. 
But you mult not call it Uncharitableneſs, if I ſay, I 
really think there is more care taken to maintain Pu- 
rity in cur Congregations, than there is or can be 
in yours. I gave you my Reaſons for this the laſt 
time, and if your Author could have confuted them, 
| to 
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to be ſure he would have done it; and you may depend 


upon it, his ſaying nothing, by way of Reply to em, 
will be interpreted by unprejudiced Readers as an Ac- 
knowledgment, that what 1 ofter'd on this Head had 
a great deal of Truth in it. What great Purity (I 
would ask you) can there be expected in a Church, 
when Miniſters ſeldom or never examine ſuch as come 
to the Communion, and all Perfons above Sixteen Years 
of Age may find an eaſie Admiſſion to that facred Or- 
dinance, and no more is required but to Hane, their 
Numes to the Curate at leaſt ſome time the Day before ; % 
and if they have been notorious and evil Livers, and 
have done any Wrong to their Neighbours, to declare 
that they have truly repented, and have recompenced 
the Parties to whom they have done Wrong, or at 
leaſt purpoſe fo to do? This is what the Curate js re- 
quired to advertiſe ſuch Perſons of by the Rubricł; but 
if ſuch a ſcandalous Perſon profeſſes Repentance, tho” 
he lives in the Commiſſion of his Sins all the while, 
he can't be deny'd Communion ; and if he be obſti- 
nate, and refuſes to make ſuch an Acknowledgment, 
if he will come to the Holy Sacrament, the Miniſter 
mult give him the Elements, or elſe (in a caſe which 
I mentioned to you the laſt time) he may ſuſtain ſuch 
Damages as he and his Family may be great Sufferers 
. Now while an Act of Parliament continues 
* which (as an Excellent Biſhop obſerves) forces 
« 'Clergymen to give the Communion to any Atheiſt 
or Debauchee, who may be named to any civil Of- 
e -fice, unleſs he chules to be ruined for not doin 
= of Ri „„ —.— of _ 2 (and 
t Number of them ho) mu admitted, an 
an Attempt to ſuſpend any aſter their Admiſſion is 
attended wich ſo much Charge and Difficulty, and fo 
ſeldum to any good Purpoſe, you ſhall judge, whether 
in ' thoſe Circumſtances, it is poſſible to keep your So- 
cikties as ſree from ſcandalous Members, as we can ours, 
vo labour under none of theſe Inconveniencies. 


Con. 
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Con. Pray give me leave © to deal plainly with 
vou: By encouraging Separation, you render Diſci- 
© pline impracticable. You teach Men not to value 
EHxcommunicatiun, —— and then complain that we 
have not that god) Diſciplize, which you judge 
2 necellary to preſerve Yurity in our Communi- 
Non. | 

Nor. Why will you lay the Blame on us, when 
it's plain to the World that all is owing to a Defect 
in your Conſtitution ? Never ſay (my Friend) that 
we teach Men not to value your Church Cenſures, you 
yourſelves by your own unaccountable and unchri- 
1tian Management of them, have juſtly expoſed them 
to the Contempt of the World; and therefore, (ſays 
an incomparable Biſhop) © Whöoever thinks ſeriouliy 
either of the Manner, Cauſe, or Objects of our Ex- 
* communications, generally ſpeaking, ſhould, methinks, 
jn pity forbear to mention the Word. | 
Con. What if all that you have inſinuated ſhould be 


true, how will this juſtify your Noncenformity? © I: 


hope you are not ſo uncharitable, as to believe that 
* we. have any Abuſes in this Ordinance, equal to thoſe 
in the Church of Corinth. And yet the Apeſile doth 
not perſuade the godly Party to ſeparate. * || 
Nu. To be ſure there were very great Abuſes in 
the CorintLian Church: But then you muſt remember, 
that the Apoſtle gives it in charge, that ſcandalous 
Perſons ſhould be rejected from their Communion ; 
and if no regard had been ſhewn to this, and Diſcipline 
had been neglected among them, we have a great deal 
of reaſon to think, that he gzzould have adviſed to a 
Separation from the offendiſſt; Part of that Church; 
it being his Opinion, that if any Man that is call d a 
Brother, le a Fornicator, er Covetens, or an 1dolater, &. 
with ſuch a one we jhould not eat. A great Commen- 
tator of your own has told us that Tertullian and Theo- 
doret ſay, cum talibus non vult nos cibum ſumere, 118. 
a H= 
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Euchariſtiam, with ſuch we muſt not eat at our own, 
much leſs at the Lord's Table. * Now, though we 
will ſuppoſe, that friendly Commerce and Familiarity is 
prohibited by the Apeſtle in theſe Words, and that it 
may be lauſul to continue in a Society where there 
are ſome corrupt Members; becauſe elſe, it would be 
a hard Matter to find any which we could hold Com- 
munion with at all; yer if J live in a Place where there 
are two Churches, in one of which none are received 
who are proved to be openly Scandalous, and all are 
ſuſpended who afterwards appear to be ſo; and in the 
other all ſorts are admitted without Diſtinction, and 
Diſcipline is entirely neglected ; I think the Apoſtle has 
plainly enough determined what my Duty is in theſe 
Circumſtances. 

Con. confeſs the Scripture you mention now ſeems 
to me much more to your purpoſe than that which 
you quoted laſt, viz. that a little Leaven leaveneth the 
whole Lump, 1 Cor. v. 6. What St. Paul ſays in 
© that Text is a proverbial Speech, and ſhews only 
© that Sin is of a very ſpreading and diffuſive Nature; 
- mot Bu it actually defiles where it is not admit- 

ted. | 8 

Non. Your learned Commentator, mentioned ſeveral 
times before, paraphraſes the Words thus, 1. a little 
Leaven leaveneth and ſoureth the whole Lump; ſo ſuch 
a Member continued amongſt you will defile the whole 
Body or Society. || And another of your greateſt Men 
thus, viz. © As a little four Dough gives a Taſle to 
“e all the Bread; ſo will ſuch a Sin as this, permitted in 
the Church, have an Influence on you all, both b 
« difcrediting that Church where this is permitted, 
ce and by corrupting the Company by the Example. 
Though I am therefore very ſenſible, that the Sins of 
other Perſons (provided I diſcover a juſt Abhorrence 
of them, and do whar I can to have the Society, to 
which I belong, purg'd of ſuch ſcandalous — 
8 Wi 
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will never be charg'd on my Account; yet ſeeing 
I am in Danger of being corrupted by bad Ex- 

amples, I chooſe (as I told you ſt ) to join with 

'  @ Society where I find the ſtricteſt Holineſs. There 
are ſome other Things which J urged to ſtrengthen 
this Argument, but your Author has paſs'd them over, 
and fo will I. | 

Con. I confeſs theſe are things which deſerye con- 
ſideration. But you find fault with ſeveral uſages in 
our Church, which I thought were too harmleſs to 
fall under your Cenſure; particularly, the People's reci- 
ting the Pſalms, and Hymns, and ſome Petitions in the 
Prayers by Turns with the Miniſter. ; 
Non. 1 only told you, that that cuſtom diſcompoſed 
me in the Performance of my Duty; and if I find 
that I can better attend to, and join in a Prayer, when 
the Miniſter only ſpeaks ; why ſhould I not be left to 
my Liberty ? ſeeing I never blaine thoſe whoſe Opinion 
and Experience is different from mine in this Caſe, or 
any other. 

Con. You allow the People to bear an equal part 
« in Singing the Pſaln's,”* and why ſhould they not 
do ſo in ; 1.5 and finging the Prayers too? 
 Nbn. Becauſe it is agreeable to the nature of the 
Duty for all Perſons to join their Voices in Singing 
Pſalms ; but you can't ſay the ſame of Prayer, neither 
are you able to prove that the. Apoſites, or Primitive 
Chriſtians, perform'd that part of publick Worſhip, as 
you do in the Church of England. Dr. Biſſe himſelf 
is againſt the People's ſaying ſome of the Prayers aloud 
after the Miniſter, and for this reaſon © leſt the Sound 
c of all ſhould turn it into the noiſe a of Mltitude and 
«© not the Voice of a Congregation. ” And ſoon after, 
ſays he, © This too general Cuſtom of repeating the 
« Prayers after the Miniſter, hath not the leaſt Apolo- 
« gy for it ſelf, but that it is a Cuſtom: It is doub- 


* tlels a Diſſervice to the Morjhipper, as well as a 


4 Diſorder to the Wop. Sure 1 am, it rather weak- 
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ce ens than helps the [tention of the Mind; it runs out 
4 ſgmetimes into a work of the Lips, (as tis objected) 
cc and not of the Heart, too viſible among the Igno- 
&© rant Sort, and therefore more excuſable: I with it 
« were only among them, ſome haſtening on before, 
« ſome coming after, others falling in together with 
& Promiſcuous Uncertainty, inſomuch that St. 
& Paul's Reproof to the Corinthiaus in a like Diſorder, 
cc might be very applicable to many of our Congrega- 
« tions; ſhould thoſe come in that are unlearned or Un- 
ce believers, hearing all ſpeak together, would they not 
ge ſay that ye are Mad. Thus far your Friend's ad- 
mired Dr. Now if the Repeating of ſome of the 
Prayers of the Liturgy aloud after the Minilter, be ſuch 
a Diſſervice to the Morſbippet, as well as a Diſorder 
to the Morſbip, why is it not the ſame with the Lord's 
Prazer? And yet the Rubrick orders, that that ſhall 
be ſaid with aſord Voice, Jo be plain with you, it is 
my Opinion that the ſame things, which the Dr. has 
{aid againſt the Cuſtom which he has expreſs'd ſuch a 
diilike of, are true of all your Reſponſes, and for the 
Reaſons ofiered by him, I can not approve of them; 
no more can I of your Cuſtom of Bowing towards the 
Eaſt, and at the name of Jeſus, OG 
Con. Bowing towards the Eaſt was a vety'Antient | 
Cuſtom, and I can't ſee why you ſhould be oftended 
at it. | | 5 | 

Non. I have not Time to enquire into the Antiquity 
of it, neither do I think it worth my labour. But 
this I will tell you, if it was appointed by the Church, 
as other Ceremonies are, it is ſuch a thing as I could 
never be reconciled to. I will not ſtay to give my Rea- 
ſons, but leave with ou the Words of the famous Bi- 
ſhop Uher, viz.. © Altho' the groſs Idolatry of Popery 
ce be taken away from amongſt us, yet the Corruption 
e cleaveth ſtill to the Heart of many, as may be ſeen 
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te in them that make Courteſy to the Chancel whre thee 
ce high Altar ſtood.” ll JJ} 4- , T, Ir & &t- 

Con. But wa ſhould you ſpeak againſt Bowing at 
the name of Jeſus ? | oo. 5 as 
Non. As that name is Dear to, ſo it ought to be had 
in the higheſt Veneration by all true Chriſtians; and far 
be it from me to blame any for doing Honour. to this 
Saviour; for I am ſure could we pay him a thouſand 
Times more it would be all due to him. But why the 
Canon {hould order, that due and lowly Reverence 
ſhould be done at the mention of the name of Jeſus, 
and no notice taken (I mean by any outward Geſture). 
of our Redeemer's other names which he is call'd by 
in Scripture, is what I could never learn, and if others 
like to make this Diſtinction, it is againſt my Senti - 
ments. | | | 
Con. And ſo is ſtanding at the Goſpels, and fitting 
at the Epiſtles, is it not? Se 
Non. Yes. 8 
Coen. And why ſo? © We are ſure it was a v 
« Antient uſage in the Catholick Church, both thro. 
« out the Eaſt and Weſt; and our Church conti- 
cc nues the Practice on the ſame Account. > 
Nin. Your Author is very forward with his Quota- 
tions on moſt occaſions ; but I obſerve, that though 
he pretends to ſupport this Cuſtom by Antiquity, he. 
does not mention one Writer to confirm what he | 
has here aſſerted; and I the rather take notice of 1 
this, becauſe your very curious and judicious Dr. Cave, 
when he gives an Account of the Reading the. Scrip- 
tures in the Aſſemblies of the Primitive Chriſtians, 
fays nothing of their ſtanding at the Goſpels, and fit- 
ting at the Epiſtles, which I believe he would have 
done, had he ſeen a Foundation for it. | 
Cen, You will however conſider that“ the Epi- | 
ce ſtles are the Words of the Servants, and at the 
ö * Reading 
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* Reading of them they were antiently indulg'd in 

the Poſture of fitting ; but they flood up at the 

* Reading of the Goſpel, as being the Word of the 

V Maſter. || eons 

MY Ne. I remember your Author, wt before this laſt 
a x 


| ge which you have quoted from him, fays that, 
at the Reading of thewKing's Commiſſions, the 

- © higheſt Court among us, even of our Nobles, ſtand 
& up; and uncover the Head. f Now I ſhall oy ask 
Fim, Whether the Epiſtles are Chriſt's Commiſſions, 
or not? If not; How are they to be regarded as 
canonical ? and the Contents of them as obligatory ? 
If they are his Commiſfion, or by Commiſſion. from 


Bim, or, if you will, inſpired by his Spirit, and con- 


fequently the Doctrine contained in them of equal 
Authority, as if it came from his own Mouth, why 
ſhould not the ſame” Reſpect be fſhewn to them, as to 
the Goſpels themſelves? © © . 
Con. I fancy you have made a better Defence on 
this Head, than you can pretend to do of your Excep- 
tion againſt © Inſtrumental Muſick, which is uſed in 
- fome of our Churches. I will be much © obliged 
to you, if you'll furniſh me with a good Argu- 
ment, to prove that a Tune upon the Organs is not 
E ſo agreeable to the Simplicity of the Goſpel as Vocal 
* Muhick is.“ 1 Eake. | | 
Non. 1 am willing to oblige ſo good a Friend; and 
therefore my Argument is in a Readineſs, ' and be- 
cCauſe you ſhall ſee that ſome Diſſenters have read 
little Logick, as well as thoſe who are educated 
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IE Vocal Muſick is recommended in the New 
JTeſtament, and was practis d by the primitive 
-- - Chriſtians,” but Vſtrumentul nut; 


Then 
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Then Vocal Muſick is more agreeable to the Sim- 
plicity of the Goſpel, than inſtrumemal. 
But Vocal Muſick is recommended, Cc. 
Ergo, &c. 


If your Friend thinks, fit to call upon me for a Proof : 
of either of theſe Propoſitions, Iam prepared for him; 
in the mean Time I ſhall wait his Anſwer. 

Con. Organs and other muſical Inſtruments are 
« Helps to raiſe the Spirits in the Praiſes of God, and 
< may be uſed for that End. || 

Non. Our Saviour knew beſt what would help to 2 + - / 
raiſe the Devotion of his Diſciples, and if he had) & 27 
thought that Inſtrumental Mulick would have had. . f - 
that good Tendency, I am well ſatisfied he would „ 
have given us ſome Hints of it. Upon the whole, 

"1+ though Inſtrumental Mulick was a Part of the 

Jewiſh Worſhip, and © belonged: (as one very well 
de obſerves) to the Temple Service, which was but 
© Ceremonial and Typical, it muſt be aboliſb d with 
that Service; and we can have no Warrant to 
« recall it ihto the Chriſtian Church, without as 
particular an Inſtitution for it, as it had under 
* the Law, any more than we have to uſe any 
* other abrgated Rites of the Jewiſh Religion. | 

Con. And are you of the ſame mind about the Holi 
days, which our Church has appointed? What you | 
urg'd laſt from the Fourth Commandment, will by no 5 
means ſerve your turn. The Importance of that Com- 1 


1 


maand is only this, That when that Precept was firſt 
given, God left Mankind free for Six Days, and 
© only reſerved a Seventh for Reſt and Religion; but 
that did not limit himſelf, nor all other lawful Pow- 
« ers, from making farther Impoſitions, for Reſt and 
Religious Exerciſes. f | BY 


Non. 
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Von. I don't think the Article about Holidays is of 
ſo much conſequence, as a great many other Things in 
Conformity; and therefore I ſhall ſay the leſs of it. 
As to the Antiquity of theſe Days, I refer you to Mr. 
| Peirce's Anſwer to Dr. Nicholls, where you will find 
your Arguments on that Head, fully conſidered and re- 
ply'd to. With regard to what your Author ofters a- 
bout the Fourth Commandment, I have only to ſay, that 
if God by that left Mankind free for Six Days, I can't 
ſee how their time can be taken from them. Indeed 
in caſe of ſignal Salvations, which have been wrought 
out for a People, as thoſe which we commemorate on 
the Fifth of November, no Body queſtions, but that 
Authority may call upon us to ſpend ſome time in a 
thankful Acknowledgment of ſuch extraordinary De- 
liverances; and indeed the very Law of Nature ſeems 
to teach us as much as this comes to ; but to argue from 
hence, that therefore Church Governours, may take 
from us ſo great a part of that Time, which God has 
allowed us for our own Employments, as the Holidays 
required by the Church of England amount to; and 
that on the ſlighteſt grounds; and when any other 
Days of the Year (as far as they know) ought with 
more Reaſon to be obſerved, than thoſe which they 
have fixed- upon, is in the Opinion of many, doing 
what they can produce no warrant for. 

Con. I am unwilling to detain. you much longer, be- 
cauſe you ſeem to grow uneaſy. But I can't forbear 
taking Notice of your talking of an Obligation you 
apprehended your ſelf under, to own an injured Mini- 
ſery. “ You have certainly obliged the Non-jurcrs ve- 
* ry highly, and preſs'd a Duty on them, to appear 
for and ſtand by an injured Miniſtry. * 

Nin. I delire your Friend would not be angry at 
my Freedom. But I muſt tell him, that if the Nou- 
jurors had not more and better Friends amongit thoſe 
of his Church, than they meet with amongſt the 
Diſſen- 
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. » Diſſenters. Their Hearts would quickly fail them, 
and they muſt either play the Hypocrite's part, and 
take the Oaths to get Bread, (which I am afraid is the 
caſe of a great many more than we think of) or fol- 
i: low the Fate of their Maſter, and go to him to be kept 
from Starving. Belides, though your Author does 
not care to. diſtinguiſh between the caſe of Proteſtant 
Diſenters, and the Nou-jurors, the World is not fo 
much over-grown with Prejudice, but that there will 
be ſome found (and of his own Communion tov) who 
will be able to ſee, that the N:x-jurors reſuſe to give 
the Government that Security, which it's Preſervation 
calls for, and are aiming at the ruin of it ; and there- 
fore there can be no pretence for calling their's an iju- 
red Miniſtry; but you dare not ſay any Thing like this 
concerning us. 
Con. This ſpecious Pretence might have paſſed at 
«= the Reſtoration, when the Uſurters were obliged to 
ce quit their Preferments to make room for the right 
« Owners, but I can ſee no Reaſon, why it ſhould be 
„ urg'd now. | 
VNMuin. The moſt of thoſe who were oblig'd to quit 
their Preſerments, at the Time your Author refers to, 
were (as a Reverend and Learned Writer of ours takes 
notice) as legal Poſſeſſors of them, as thoſe who came 
into them, after they quitted them, upon their refuſal 
to conform, * and tho your Friend calls them Uſar- 
pers, future Ages (to whom their Hiſtory and Hard- 
1hips will, I hope, be tranſmitted) will think that they 
were an injured Miniſtry. As for thoſe amongſt us, 
who have been bred and ordain'd Miniſters ſince ; tis 
true, they were never deprived of any Church Livings, 
becauſe they never had any, and in that Reſpect their 
Caſe is not the ſame with that of their ſuſtering Fa- 
thers; but then it ought to be conſidered, that they 
are rendered incapable of doing God that ſervice, 
N which 
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"which they are qualified for, which I think is an in- 


| 


jury to the Intereſt, and to- them too. This, Sir, is the 
wrong, which they complain of; and yet they don't 
charge the Government with this neither (tho? that 


j3s inſinuated ) for they know the fault is ſomewhere 


elſe. However, we are heartily thankful to God and 
our Governours, that the Liberty, which as Men, 
Chriſtians, Proteſtants, and good Subjects we have a 
right to, is continued to us; and if our Miniſters can- 
not be ſo uſeful as they might be in other Circumſtan- 
ces, we are forry for it, and think our ſelves oblig'd 
to adhere to them, while they endeavour to do what 
Service in the Church they can, tho? they can't do 


what they would. 


Con. But why ſhould you mention the difference, 
that there is between our Cathedral Devotion, and that 
of the Pariſh Churches, the Diſuſe of ſome of our Ca- 


2085, and the Denial of ſeveral of the Articles by ſome 
of the Clergy, Cc. Suppole what you advanc'd on 


theſe Heads was true, I can't imagine, of what advan- 


tage it could be to you to mention theſe Things. 


Non. If you remember, you told me, you could not 


fee how the Unity of the Church, could be maintain'd 
without a Unifcymity in Worſhip. * This gave me oc- 
caſion to ſhew, that there was no entire Uniformity 


amongſt your ſelves, and therefore ſome or other of 


you muſt, upon this Principle, be guilty of a Breach of 
Church Unity. This I thought a ſufficient Anſwer 
then, and ſo I do ſtill. That there are thoſe Diffe- 


rences in your own Church, which I hinted to you, 


your Author may endeavour to conceal and deny too 


if he pleaſes: But it is enough for me, that the World 


knows, what I have ſaid to be true, and if a want of 


Uni;/ormity in Opinion and Practice, be ſuch a Crime in 


us, I would fain know, why it is not ſo in you like- 
wile? 


Con. 
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Con.“ You ſay, that the Epiſcepat Clergy, and 
* their Hearers in No th-Britain, are Separatiſts from 
* the Eſtabliſhed Church there; and we don't reckon 
<« that Church Unity is broken upon that Account, 
No indeed, we do not any more than we thought, 
«the Unity of the Church was broken by the Epiſco- 
% pal Clergy, and thoſe that adhered to them in E- 
« land in the Time of the Uſurpation of Oliver Crom- 
cc well, when Prezb;terial Church Government was 
ce ſettled in a great part of the Kingdom. 

Non. I could almoſt have wiſh'd, that you had 
rals'd by this Paragraph in your Friend's Book, that J 
might not have been put on Replying to it, becauſe if 
the words are not unadviſed, (which I would willing- 
ly believe) they are ſomething worſe. Does not the 
Gentleman know, that the Church of Scotland is as 
much Eſtabliſhed, as that which he profelies himſelf a 
Member of? Is it not ſupported by as valid Acts of 
Parliament, and has it not had. the ſame Countenance 
from the Throne in the late Q-»cez's Time, and jince 
his preſent Majeſty's happy Acceition to it? And would 
our Author {et it on the ſame foot (as he ſeems plain- 
ly to do) with a Government ſettled in the Time of 
an Uſurpation ? Pray, when you ſce him next, adviſe 
him to expreſs himlelf with a litile more Caution; for 
tho? I make no Inferences from his Words, ſome others 
may. =. 
| Gin. I perceive then, that you think the Pleas mad 
uſe of by you, will warrant your Separation; but 
„it's plain they cannot in the ſudgment of the ©/d 
« Nc uc uformiſts, who tho' they would not ſubſcribe 
cc to the Ce,emmies, yet they were againſt Separa- 


c tion from the Public Worſhip uon the Account of 


« them. f 

Nin. Should I take no notice of what your Author 
has faid concerning the Old Noncontormiſti, I am per- 
ſuaded ſuch an Omiſſion could be no real Prejudice t© 
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my Argument; becauſe if I have Reaſon, the Word of 
God, and the Example of the Primitive Church on 
my Side, the Opinion of others is what I need not 
be ſolicitous about. But yet I can't forbear obſerving 
to you, that the Sentiments of the Old Neonconformiſts 
are very much miſrepreſented. Certain it is that they 
wrote very much againit the Browniſts ; who gave 


out, that the Parib Churches were no true Churches, 


nor to be joyned with as ſuch ; that the Parih Miniſters 
were no tre Miniſters, becauſe ordained by Dioceſans, 
and not choſen by the People, &c. But Mr. Baxter 
has demonſtrated to the World, that notwithitanding 
this, they were not againſt fuch a Separation as has 
been ſince pleaded for. This he proves from a Book 
of Biſhop Bancrojt's againſt them, charging them with 
dividing themſelves from their ordinary Congregations, 
and meeting in Houſes, Woods and Fields, erecting 
Presbyteries, drawing up a Book of their Diſcipline, 
and proſecuting it, agreeing in a Syed againſt private 
Baptiſm, the Croſs, ordering Parents to offer their 
own Children to Ged in that Ordinance, and be God- 
Fathers, &c. upon which Canons were made againſt 
them, many caſt out and filexced, ſome caſt into Priſens, 
&c. If you have a mind to ſee a fuller Account of 
their Caſe, the 4th chap. of Baxter's Second true De- 
fence of the meer Nonconformiſts, will give you abun- 
dant Satisfaction. Now either. your Author will allow 
the things which are ſaid of theſe Noxcenformiſts to be 
true, or he will not, If he will not, he fixes an in- 

ible Mark of Infamy upon ſome of his own Church, 
who (upon this Suppolition) drew up Charges againſt 
them which were groundleſs and falſe, and perſecuted 


them for nothing. If he allows the things which 


Bancroft, &c. accuſed them of to be Matters of Fact, 
then the Judgment of the 0/4 Nencenformiſts is on 
our Side, and not his, tho? he has taken ſo much Pains 
to make the World believe the contrary. | * 
Con. ] confeſs, if the Account you give be * I 

aid 


think my Friend might have left out what he has 


concerning the Old Nonconformiſts ; but if their Senti- 
r 08 43 1 . 


» 


farther. Juſtiſied. N . 101 
ments were as he has repreſented them, your Separa- 
tion is condemn'd out of their Mauths, for“ the 
* Terms of Communion with our Church were the 
&« {ame then as they are nw. Uh 8 6 1 

Non. So your Author is pleas'd to ſay: But I thought 
he had known that the Act of Uniſormity was not ini 
being at the Time we are ſpeiking of, and that Com- 
munion with the Church of England might be had 
on eaſier Terms before that Law than ſince. Indeed 
there were the ſame Ceremonies, Liturgy, &c. uſed then 
as now, but the Inpoſition of them was not ſo rigo- 
rous; Miniſters were: more at their Liberty ; and by 
conſequence thoſe of the Laity, who ſerupled any of 
thoſe Uſages which we now except againſt, were not 
obliged to ſuch a Compliance with them, in order to 
the obtaining Admiſſion for themſelves and their Chil- 
dren to the Priviledges of the Goſpel, as they are 


W. . , s 
wy But you ſee Mr. Baxter himſelf was for thoſe 
things, which you mention as Grounds for Separa- 
tion. | 8 l. 
Non. That Great Man was a Perſon of a very exten- 
five Charity, and ſpoke as far as he could in the Behalf 
of People of all Denominations, and never cared to have 
any thing in a Diſpute carried farther than was juſt 
and reaſonable. But while his Engliſh Nenconfoymity, 
his Treatiſe of Epiſcopacy, &c. are in the World, no 
one will believe that he liked our Dieceſan Epiſcopacy, 
or that he was a Friend to the Ceremonies and Dice 
pline of the Church of England, much lefs to the Im- 
pofition of them. | | Ing” 
Con. I remember you ask'd the laſt time, Why (ſee- 
ing we reckon the things in diſpute to be indifferent) 
we do not lay them afide to promote Unity. But my 
Friend leaves the Anſwering of that Queſtion to the 
Oovernors of our Church? * SENT.” ©: * | 
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Non. I own I did ask that Queſtion, and I thought 


it no trifling one. You know very well, that the Diſ- 
{enters are, at every turn, charg'd from the Preſs and 
Pulpit, as guilty of Schiſm ; and ſuch as is of ſo heinous 
md aggravated a Nature, that if they live and die in 
it, their Salvation is hardly to be ſo much as hoped for. 
Now ſeeing the Ceremonies of the Church are, by theſe 
very Gentlemen, acknowledg'd to be indifferent ; me- 
thinks, in Charity to ſo many Souls, who are, as they 
think, in ſo much danger of periſhing, they ſhould 
cheerfully conſent to part with them; and how they 
will anſwer for not endeavouring to get this done, I 
leave to their ſerious Conſideration. t ee 
Con. It is my Friend's Opinion, © that no conſide- 
“ rable Body of the Diſſenters will ever be brought 
* * . Church by ſuch Alterations as you plead 
or. | | 


Non. How does he know how many of the Diſſen- 


ters would come in upon ſuch Abatements, when they 
were never tried. He knows, I ſuppoſe, what was 
defired in the Treaty at the Savoy; and why ſhould 
he not think that the ſame Conceffions which would 
have ſatisfied then, will now ? Beſides, if the Church 
would come to a Temper; tho? the Succeſs ſhould net 
anſwer Expectation, the Blame would no longer be 
thrown on her, and others would be left the more in- 
excuſable. Let us do our Duty, (ſays a great Divine 
«& of. your o-. n Communion). and commit the Event 
to God, remembring theſe excellent Sayings and 
«Obſervations of the Fathers, that the Apoſtle uſed 
* this Condeſcention in things indiflerent, iz Y biyze 
Denke, though by ſo doing be would ſave but feu; that 
c he did it & ide bus, even for the Salvation” of one 
& Perſon; and therefore, perhaps, it may become our 
* worthy Governors, in Imitation of St. Paul's Exam- 
© ple, to endeavour to ſave ſome of the Diſſenters, 
r | | 5 00 59 * though 
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e though they ſhould be but few, from that Deſtruction 
* which their Schiſm may bring upon them. 
And now, my Friend, it's time I was going; and 
therefore have no more to ſay, but that it ſhall be my 
earneſt Prayers that God would direct us in the Way of 
'Truth and Peace, and bring us to that World, where 
we ſhall ſee things in an unerring Light, and all our 
Differences ſhall be at an End fot ever. | 
Con. This is a Prayer, to which I heartily ſay, 
Amen. | 
0 | worn 225 
* Proteftant Recouciler, p. 326. | 
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